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Potes for the Ensuing Week. 
Jan. 15.—Commission Day.— Winter Assizes, Worcester. 
» 17.— ” ” Derb 


y. 
9 10.— 9 v4 Winchester and 
Durham, 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


YesteRDAyY’s cause List before the Master of the 
Rolls included all the non-witness causes which were 
ready for hearing, and comprised two or three causes 
gt down since the Chancery Cause List was printed. 





Tr 1s IN MANY RESPECTS SATISFACTORY to find that 
the experimont of sending commissioners to do the 
work of the judges at the Winter Assizes is not 
to be repcatcd—at least, for the present; but the 
teult of the absence from London of so many 

at the commencement of the sittings is 

y to be very inconvenient; and the question 
stises whether, as regards the frequency of the assizes, 
we are not going beyond what is really necessary in 
working out what was admitted on all sides to be a much 
needed reform. Nobody disputes the great injustice 
of compelling prisoners, in theory, at least, supposed to 
be innocent of the offences for which they have been 
committed to take their trial, to remain untried in gaol 
for a period of eight or nine months; but the Winter 
Assizes Act, 1876, removed, in a great measure, this 
gtievance. In doing so it involved so much expenditure 
and caused such serious inconvenience to professional 
and other witnesses, who have been kept from their homes 
for long periods in order to give evidence for or against a 
prisoner who has been removed to a distance for trial, 
as to make it imperative that care should be taken not 
to go beyond what was absolutely necessary to abate a 
great public scandal. In face, however, of such con- 
tiderations as these, the Winter Assizes Act, 1876, was 
further extended by a short Act passed last session, a 
proceeding which we cannot help thinking was rather 
uncalled for, After all, any one who has been 
engaged in the administration of the criminal law knows 
that a very large proportion of persons committed for 
trial are guilty of the offences with which they are 
charged, and are in no way deserving of the sympathy 
Which all of a sudden seems to have been excited on 
their behalf, particularly when it is borne in mind 
that, save in very exceptional cases, bail can be 
> Lane for and granted. No human foresight can 
e @ plan capable of being worked out in practice 
Which will render it impossible for an innocent person 
tometimes to undergo an unjust detention; the most 
that can be effected is that such detention should not be 
an unreasonable period. It might fairly, we 
think, have been presumed that under all the 
Circumstances the holding of three assizes in the 
course of the year, at regular intervals, would have 
satisfied the just requirements of all parties. Itis plain, 
however, that those responsible for such matters are of 
4 different opinion, Assizes were held as lately as 





November last; they are now being held again. In less 

than two months the regular spring circuits will have 
commenced, and assizes will once more take place in the 

various counties. Speedy justice is, no doubt, a thing 

to be commended, but is such a procedure justifiable : 
considering the heavy expense incurred and the large * 
arrears of London business? We think not. What 

the ultimate result of this movement may be it is at 

present rather difficult to foretell; one thing is pretty 

plain: that the system of circuits, as now constituted, 

will at no distant period have to undergo very con- 

siderable alteration. 















Some curious REASONS seem to have been given for 
rejecting the proposal, which has been recently revived 
at Washington, that measures should be taken for the 
recovery by the United States from the Bank of England 
of balances remaining to the credit of the Southern Con- 
federacy at the time of its collapse. The grounds of objec- 
tion are stated to be, first, that the United States Minister 
is not willing to ask any favour of the British Govern- 
ment, such as the right to sue in the English courts, 
and, next, that when inquiries were made into the matter 
during the administration of General Grant the “ repre- 
sentatives of the British Government” expressed them- : 
selves as perfectly willing to recognize the United States f 
as the successor of the defunct Confederacy, and to turn 
over to it all balances formerly belonging to the Con- } 
federacy held in Great Britain, provided the United : 
States would assume its liabilities to British .sub- i 
jects. The first objection seems absurd. ‘No “ favour” : 
of the British Government is needed to enable the : 
United States to sue in our courts. As a matter of q 
fact, the United States itself has been more than once 
admitted to sue as a matter of right; and in numerous 
cases, such as The King of the Two Sicilies v. Willcow 
(1 Sim. N. 8. 301), where the plaintiff recovered ships 
bought by a revolutionary government out of his own 
despoiled treasury; and Emperor of Austria v. Day 
(9 W. R. 712), where the plaintiff prevented the issue 
of bank notes by M. Kossuth, foreign states have had 
justice done them in our courts without fear or favour. 
As to the second objection, we do not see what our : 
Government has to do with the matter; and we imagine 
the reference intended must be not to any declaration i 
of the “representatives of the British Government,” 
but to the doctrine laid down in the case of United 
States of America v. McRae (17 W. R. 764, L. R. 8 Eq. i 
69), in which Lord Justice James, then Vice-Chancellor, : 
expressly distinguished between property coming to the 
restored Government of the United States as successor of 
the Confederacy, and property coming to it by virtue of : 
its right as a restored Government. It was there held, dis- : 
missing a bill for an account against an agent for the Con- 
federate Government, that money voluntarily contribated 
to the Confederate Government could only be recovered 
from an agent of that Government to the same extent, and 
subject to the same rights and obligations, as if the 
Confederate Government had not been displaced, and 
was itself proceeding against the agent. 














































Ws HAVE POINTED ovT before to-day that the removal 
of the grievances of solicitors is really only a ques~- 
tion of thorough organization throughout the country; 
and that what is wanted is not weeping prophets bat 
active law societies. An illustration of the influence 
exercised by the profession when brought to a focus 
through the means of a local law society will be found in 
another column. In consequence of a difficulty which 
arose in appointing a clerk of the peace for the borough 
of Liverpool in January last, the town clerk was ap- 
pointed to the office temporarily, and Mr. Gutridge, who 
was admitted as solicitor in 1864, and had for many 
years acted as assistant and deputy clerk of the peace, 
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was appointed his deputy. Upon a communication 
from the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, repre- 
senting that the office of clerk of the peace is one of the 
few offices solicitors are qualified to hold, that the duties 
should be performed personally, and that the duties of 
the town clerk and of the clerk of the peace are to some 
extent incompatible, the council, at their meeting on 
Wednesday, passed a resolution affirming the desirability 
of keeping the offices of town clerk and clerk of the 
peace separate, and unanimously appointed Mr. Henry 
Gutridge clerk of the peace. The Finance and Estates 
Committee of the Corporation had reported that they 
would not recommend the council to disturb the exist- 
ing arrangement, but while the greatest regard was 
expressed for the town clerk, an amendment to the 
effect that it was desirable that the temporary arrange- 
ment should be terminated was carried by a considerable 
majority. 


Te PARLIAMENTARY RETURN, which has just been issued, 
of the expenses of the European Arbitration up to the 
31st of July last is marked by a careful avoidance of 
totals. We find, however, adding up the sums stated to 
be paid to the arbitrators, assessor, and liquidators, that 
under those heads the arbitration has cost £29,954 3s. 4d. 
Adding to this amount the sums paid to the official 
liquidators’ solicitors, to “other solicitors’? and the 
*‘ other expenses of the arbitration,” the total cost of 
the arbitration for the five years ending on the 31st 
of July last would appear to be somewhere about double 
that of the Albert Arbitration, which lasted four years 
and three months, and was stated to have cost 
470,233 3s, 3d. We suppose that the expedient of 
legislative arbitrations for these large and complicated 
cases was unavoidable, and it is indeed, difficult to con- 
jecture what would have been the present condition of 
the Chancery cause lists if the proposal originally made 
in the case of the European Company, of a kind of arbi- 
tration in the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, with ap- 
peal to the Lords Justices, had been carried out. But 
we fervently hope that we have seen the last of these 
exceptional tribunals. 





5 omens = 





The Standard states that Mr. Lewis Whincop Jarvis, 
banker and solicitor of King’s Lynn, and steward of the 
Norfolk Manors of the Prince of Wales, is about to be 
knighted. 

The Mercers’ Company have given notice that the 
Gresham lectures on law will be read gratuitously to the 
public on the following rite ac at 6 o’clock in the theatre 
of Gresham College, Basinghall-stree t—viz., on January 22, 
523, 24, and 25. 


A parliamentary return bas been issued of the sums 
paid to the arbitrators, assessor, liquidators, and solicitors 
respectively under the provisions of the European Society 
Arbitration Act, 1872 ; and of the other expenses of the 
arbitration. It appears that the sums paid were, to arbi- 
trators, £26,562 10s.; to assessor, £4,725; and to liquida- 
tors, £18,666 13s. 4d. Under the heading “ other expenses 
of the arbitration” we find an entry of £6,757 8s. 4d. for 
secretaries and clerks of arbitrators and assessor, and one 
of £29,525 19s. for clerks of liquidators. There is under 
the section “Expenses incurred in liquidation in the 
Court of Chancery” an entry of European Assurance 
Society, £18,841 8s. 7d. In & table which gives the 
amount of the debts proved or audited, the number of 
claims on life policies avd annuities in the European and 
other societies on of it was 22,207, and the total 
amount’ £1,773,962 118, 2d.; and of other liabilities there 


wero 184 claims and ao total amount of £41,402 10s. 6d, 
The number of contributories in all the companies who 
have compounded was 793, and the number who are ingol- 
meld = pees rang sha The amount of dividends 
cre ar Assurance Bociet; 
was 4g. 64. in the pound, wear ’ 
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THE EXAMINATION OF PRISONERS. 


Mr. Atrrep Wits, Q.C., in the current number of the 
the Nineteenth Century, has discussed the question 
raised by Sir James Stephen’s previous article as to the 
examination of prisoners. Mr. Wills sets forth with 
admirable force and lucidity the great practical diff. 
culties that there arein the way of the proposed change, 
In a recent article we discussed this subject, d 
however, more upon the moral objections which 

be raised to the examination of a prisoner than on the 
incidental difficulties which Mr. Wills brings forward, 
We are not at all disposed to underrate these difficulties, 
and we did briefly point out how very serious 
were. The balance of Mr. Wills’ opinion appears 
certainly to incline to the view that the objections 
suggested by him are fatal to the proposed alteration 
of the law, though he does not absolutely enunciate this 
conclusion. His objections, when summed.up, appear to 
be in substance these: he admits that the conviction of 
guilty men would be facilitated, and that in certain 
cases the change would be to the advantage of innocent 
men. But he thinks that the general tendency would 
be to increase the chances of the conviction of innocent 
men. His other great point, which is perhaps only 
subsidiary to that which we have already referred to, ig 
the practical difficulty which arises as to.how and by 
whom the examination of the prisoner should be con- 
ducted. We propose to make a few observations on the 
arguments he adduces. 


In the first place we should admit that if the tendency 
of the proposed change would be to cause an increase 
of the number of cases in which innocent men are con- 
victed we should be against it. Mr. Wills suggests that 
there are certain cases in which there is a prejudice in 
the mind of the jury or even of the judge which tells 
heavily against the prisoner, and that the action of the 
proposed change would be to increase the operation of 
this prejudice against the prisoner. One class of cases 
which he refers to by way of example does, no doubt, 
give rise to very serious considerations. Women bring 
charges against men of rape and assault with indecency 
in cases where, though the prisoner has been guilty of 
immorality, he has not been guilty of crime. It is 
suggested that in such cases it is undesirable that the 
prisoner should be driven to confess the immorality, on 
the ground that it would prejudice his defence with 
regard to the crime. We cannot assent to this view. 
We are very far from being among the number of 
those persons to whom Mr, Wills alludes as persons who 
think it would be a desirable result if the sin against 
morality were more likely to involve the delinquent in 
dangers of this kind. But we do think that the 
delinquent’s right is to defend himself upon a true, not 
upon @ false, basis. We think, on the whole, and in 
the long run, it is a true proposition that the more of 
the truth you know, the more likely you are, taking one 
case with another, to come to a true conclusion. It 
seems to us to argue a strange want of confidence in the 
power of truth to establish itself to say that you are 
more likely to come to a true conclusion in any class of 
cases if you shut out a certain portion of truth which 
is within your power to arrive at, and leave the 
ground open for a number of false hypotheses. It 
seems to us that, though it is neither just nor 
expedient to treat immorality as crime, the immoral 
person is only suffering the natural consequences of his 
immorality if he has to defend himself against the 
charge of crime on the true basis that he has been 
guilty of immorality, and not on the untrue basis that 
he has not. We think there is something one-sided in 
the way of approaching the question adopted by Mr. 
Wills, His hypothesis is, of course, that the woman 
makes a false charge of crime. But you cannot know 
d priori in any particular actual case whether this is #0 
or not. There are cases in which the charge is 
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githout some convictions of rape. The painful part of 
these cases is that the woman is often as much on her 
jrial as the man. It is obvious that in cases where the 

is true it is an advantage to which the woman is 


_ jp justice entitled, if it can be substantiated out of the 


er’s own mouth. Why, then, aro you to assume 
that the woman in any particular case is making a false 
? The answer that may be suggested to this 
ent is that it admits that in cases of false charges 
the risk to the prisoner will be increased, and seeks to 
and avoid by the consideration of the advantage 
ed in cases of true charges. This is, perhaps, so, 
and it is no doubt very difficult to balance these two 
considerations against one another. But the argument 
we put forward is entitled to its weight, more especially 
if it be considered doubtful whether the suggested 
effect would be produced—viz., whether more innocent 
persons would be convicted. Our impression on the 
matter is that the consideration which we urged as 
strongly as we could in our former article applies—viz., 
that though under the new system some innocent men 
might possibly be convicted who might otherwise have 
been acquitted, per contrd more innocent men will be 
acquitted who would otherwise have been convicted. 
Plausible false stories may no doubt be concested, and 
true ‘stories may sometimes fail to get tuemselves 
believed ; but is it not true in the main, and in the long 
mn, that that which is true generally appears to be 
truthful? Does not the true story generally, or, at 
least, more often than not, carry with it the evidences of 
its own truth, and vice versdé with regard to the false 
ttory? We know, unfortunately, the very great num- 
ber of exceptions to the principle we are suggesting, but 
ifthere be no such rule as we suggest, the general feel- 
ing of mankind has been very much deceived. 
But Mr. Wills would answer, this might be so if the 
mer was in a position fairly to tell his own story, 
and could be induced to do so; but prisoners are too 
ignorant, and utterly terrified, depressed, and bewil- 
dered to have a fair chance of so doing; and, moreover, 
the persons who get falsely accused are generally persons 
whose character is bad to start with, and who, being 
frightened and confused, tell lies as the best means of 
escape. Mr. Wills appeals to his sessions’ experience 
as the proof of this. He calls attention to the fact 
sofamiliar to counsel attending sessions—viz., the fre- 
quent occurrence of cases in which there would be no 
thance of convicting but for the admissions and con- 
tradictory statements made by the prisoner to the 
policeman. Of course, if the prisoner tells lies, and is 
proved to have done so, it will tell against him by way 
of prejudice, though innocent. Now, we are in a 
position to speak from a very considerable experience 
of criminal trials, and we never have been able to bring 
ourselves to believe in the theory that ignorant innocent 
men do often tell lies as suggested. It is constantly 
put forward by defending counsel as a desperate re- 
source. We entirely and utterly disbelieve it, and shall 
®ontinue to think that inconsistent statement; are 
Generally the strongest proof of guilt. The question, 
however, whether the innocent man, though he may 
not tell lies, will generally be able to do justice to 
himself in his account of the matter, is different. We 
have no doubt a great many prisoners are very much 
frightened and confused. As far as mere confusion of 
manner is concerned, we think more allowance would 


-be made for this by the jury than lawyers are apt to 


think. An English common jury, though very illogical 
and sometimes very stupid, are not altogether un- 
sympathetic. 

But there is the greater diffloulty that a prisoner, 
especially if an ignorant man, might find it impossible to 
deal with the facts of a long and complex case. We are 
here brought in contact with those difficulties of detail 
that form so very important a portion of Mr, Wills’ 
argument. How is the prisoner to make his statement 
of the facts, and how is that statemont of the facts to be 





tested ? We agree with Mr. Wills in thinking that the 
prisoner must, if the proposed alteration is to be 
effectively carried out, be subjected to some sort of 
examination in the nature of a cross-examination. As 
the practice at present stands, the prisoner may, on his 
preliminary examination, make a statement before the 
magistrate, but, when he comes to be heard, he cannot 
make a statement and have the benefit of a speech from 
counsel as well. The statement before the magistrate, 
except when the prisoner admits his guilt, is generally 
of very little moment. It is obvious that the time at 
which this statement is invited is such that the absence 
of a satisfactory statement may be quite consistent with 
innocence. A man unaccustomed to the effort of 
memory required in retaining the evidence of several 
witnesses, and having no means of taking notes, cannot 
be expected to make any lengthened statement of facts 
meeting the various facts alleged for the prosecution, 
and so demonstrating his innocence. But if a prisoner 
having the advantage of legal advice, and having an 
opportunity of studying the depositions at leisure, is to 
be allowed to make a statement at the trial, it is obvious 
that in some form or other he must be cross-examined on 
that statement. And when that conclusion is arrived at it 
seems to us necessarily to follow that every prisoner must 
be subjected to an examination in the nature of a cross- 
examination whether he makes any statement in chief or 
not. Upon the nature and mode of conducting this cross- 
examination appears to us to depend the question whether 
& person in the position of an innocent prisoner can 
fairly and reasonably be expected to answer in a manner 
calculated to assist in the elucidation of the truth. 
Now, as we have said before, we cannot think that the 
prisoner ought to be examined and cross-examined by 
counsel as an ordinary witness is. Counsel, by the very 
nature of this function, areapt to contend more for victory 
than for the elucidation of the truth, and we do not think 
that the manner of cross-examining which this leads to 
ought to be applied to a prisoner. Our opinion with 
regard to the question of what would be the best way of 
examining the prisoner, if practicable, is that he should 
be examined at a preliminary investigation by a magis- 
trate who has received a professional training. This 
would obviate the objection made by Mr. Wills to cross. 
examination by the judge who has to preside at the trial. 
Mr. Wills’ point is that the process of cross-examination 
necessarily creates a feeling of antagonism between the 
cross-examiner and the person cross-examined which 
would bias the judge in relation to his functions as such, 
or at any rate create an appearance of bias which would 
mar that perfect atmosphere of impartiality which ought 
to surround the judge. The difficulty that at once arises 
with regard to our suggestion is that in many places 
there are no stipendiary magistrates, and it would not 
be possible to have them everywhere on the score of ex- 
pense. It might, perhaps, be possible to separate the 
ordinary summary jurisdiction of magistrates from their 
functions as officers to make preliminary investigations 
into alleged crimes, and to have paid officers for the per- 
formance of the latter functions for districts where there 
are no stipendiaries. Even this would, no doubt, entail 
considerable expense, and possibly, rather than that this 
expense should be incurred, the proposed change must 
be abandoned. We feel very strongly the force of 
Mr. Wills’ objection to the judge’s cross-examining 
at the trial, and if this could not be done without 
a judge's assuming the air of the prisoner's anta- 
gonist, we should deprecate the proposed change 
most strongly. Sir James Stephen does not seem to 
think that the English judges would be unable to per- 
form the function of cross-examination in a judicial, as 
opposed to an antagonistic, manner, He thinks the 
experience of the French system delusive, on the ground 
that the objectionable features of that system proceed 
more from characteristics of the French temperament 
than from the fact that the judge examines. He thinks 





that there is such a traditional sense of fairness to the 
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prisoner engrained in the English mind that the applica- 
tion of the same system in England would not be found 
objectionable. We have ventured to express the same 
view, and we are not prepared to say that Mr. Wills 
has convinced us to the contrary. We felt before, 
however, the force of the objection, and cases like the 
Penge case cause us some misgiving. 

It seems to us that this question as to who should 
examine the prisoner, and whether the difficulties and 
objections on this score are fatal to the proposed change 
or may in any way be obviated, is pre-eminently a ques- 
tion on which a general expression of opinion from all 
those whose experience best qualifies them to judge 
would be desirable, if such could be elicited. We 
certainly feel that the country ought not to drift into 
any such change as suggested. It ought only to be 
made after full discussion and careful consideration of 
the weight of the opinions elicited on the subject. 
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CRIMINAL LAW. 


A Dicest or THe Cromat Law (Crmes anv Pounisx- 
ments). By Sir James Firzsames Sreprnzn, Q.C. 
i & 


This work is a monument of much ability and 
marvellous industry, but it is more to the purpose 
to say that the condensed view which it presents 
of the branch of law treated of cannot fail to 
have a great influence on the simplification and 
consolidation of the subject. That it should pre- 
sent the defects necessarily incident to a work of 
transition is to be expected; but, taken as a whole, it 
exhibits, with a degree of precision which could hardly 
have been expected, the most important part of the 
criminal law in the form of a translation. The process 
of translation is, however, one of great nicety, for in 
law, at least (if not everywhere), a difference in ex- 
pression necessarily involves a difference in meaning 
and effect, as soon appears when the critic makes a 
descent from the high ground of general expressions to 
examine the details of practical application. Trans- 
lation of the kind in question involves the summarizing 
under more comprehensive heads or principles of a mul- 
titude of particular rules or instances; and this, again, 
involves thé Giscovery and statement of general terms— 
a proceeding at all times difficult, and often dangerous. 
The danger, however, must be faced, and the difficulty 
overcome, so far as is necessary for the matter in hand; 
but, upon the question where the point of necessity lies, 
opinions will always differ. Now, Sir James Stephen's 
work doves not profess to be a code reducing to the 
simplest form, and with the necessary alterations, the 
substance of the existing criminal law; but, while the 
author would (it may be supposed) admit that some 
unavoidable divergencies would appear, the principle of 
the book, as expressed in its title, is to reproduce the 
existing law without variation. 

In many instances this appears to be done with 
remarkable suceess, but there are some parts where the 
accuracy of the rendering is, to say the least, more 
questionable. 

One of the most subtle and difficult points in the 
criminal law is (as is well known) the doctrine of posses- 
sion as applied to questions of larceny; and, notwith- 
standing the stringent criticism to which it has been 
subjected, it until recently formed the basis of a some- 
what technical, but on the whole both reasonable and 
well-reasoned, body of rules, But it was subject to the 
elect that the word “ possession” itself had in English 
law either lost or never had the precision of meaning 
which is required in @ governing word; and it must 
(we think) be confessed that, in the result, decisions had 





been arrived at?which it is impossible to reconcile with 
one another. The way in which Sir James 

meets this difficulty is as follows :—Instead of ing 
whether the thing stolen was in the possession of the 
owner, so as to make the taking a trespass against him, 
he turns the question round the other way, and puts ag 
a condition of larceny that the thing shall not have been 
in the possession of the thief, “ whether it is in the pos. 
session of any other person or not”—the last words 
being meant to cover the case of goods lost by, or practi. 
cally speaking out of, the power of the owner, but w: 
according to the present legal phraseology, are in his 
constructive possession. Now, whether, on the question 
arising between the competing possessions of master and 
servant (and it is here that the chief difficulties have 
occurred), it is much easier to decide on the one hand 
whether it is the possession of the servant, the alterna. 
tive being the possession of the master, or on the other 
hand whether it is the possession of the master, the 
alternative being the possession of the servant, we must 
leave to the schoolmen to investigate; but the advantage 
of the change in the point of view is at least doubtful, 
so long as embezzlement remains a distinct offence, and 
one distinguished by the point of possession only, and 
while possession is itself defined with reference to this 
distinction. 

It may be, however, that the doctrine of possession 
here developed may form the foundation of a scheme in 
which the subtle distinction between larceny and em- 
bezzlement may disappear, and it will, therefore, be 
worth while for a moment to consider the articles 
devoted to this topic. Now, in dealing with this subject 
the author begins ab ovo, and gives general definitions 
of “ property ” and “possession.” ‘There is an obvious 
danger in defining for the purposes of one branch of law 
words which have a much wider application, and if the 
definitions, at least in the intended sense, are accepted, 
they would, as already pointed out, introduce an altera- 
tion in the general law of constructive possession. Nor 
if the definitions occurred in a code, could this objection 
be got rid of by limiting them to the part of the law 
in question, because it is plain that definitions of leading 
and important terms could not properly be introduced 
into one part of the law unless they were valid through- 
out. Ina tentative work like the present, however, @ 
tentative definition may, perhaps, be allowable. 
Art, 280 then gives the definition of property, 
or more strictly of the “general ownership” of 
moveable things; and with reference to this de- 
finition, Art. 281 defines a person as being in 
possession of a moveable thing “when he [is #0 
situated with respect to it that he] has the power 
to deal with it as owner, to the exclusion of 
all other persons, and when the circumstances are 
such that he may be presumed to intend to do so in 
case of need.” ‘The words in brackets appear to be in- 
serted with the intention of distinguishing the power 
spoken of, on the one hand, from the “ right as against 
the world at large” (that is, the legal power), spoken of 
in Art, 280, and, on the other, from the sort of possession 
known as that mere constructive possession which is 
sai] to follow the property, and thus making the term, 
both on the one side and on the other, descriptive of 
natural fact, and not of a mere legal idea or a fiction. 
But the execution of this intention is unfortunately 
marred by the words “as owner” (the source of which 
phrase it is not difficult to trace), inasmuch as “ owner. 
ship” is itself defined only as a right or legal power 
—an idea very different from that entertained by those 
from whom the phrase ‘‘ as owner” is borrowed. To say 
that this actual state of facts is to be known by ite 
being like a right does not, perhaps, lend much clearness 
to the idea, But, again, whilst the words ‘as owner” 
are perplexing, the words which follow, “to the exclu- 
sion of all other persons,” would themselves, if the 
words ‘as owner” gave any clear sense, be unneces- 
sary (vee Art. 280), and, on the other hand, by referring 
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‘the word defined to an actual state of facts, they render 
both the words “as owner” and the words 


. If both these groups of words were 


fn brackets. 
| gnitted, the definition would gain in clearness and pre- 


“With respect to the remaining words of the defini- 
tion, waich are intended to express the animus possidendi, 
they have a remote and shadowy look, and the meaning 
it would seem, be more simply expressed by the 
gords “and so deals, or claims to deal, with it.” With 
moh doubt, therefore, as must always belong to the at- 
tempt at a definicion, it is submitted that it would be 
more plain and instructive to define a person in posses- 
sion of a moveable thing as one who “has the power to 
deal with it to the exclusion of all other persons, and so 
or claims to deal, with it.” 
But whatever might be the value or the merit of a 
definition of possession such as is given by Sir James 
if it could be carried out consistently, it seems 
ble to reconcile it with the limitations which are 
introduced in the remaining part of Art. 281 for the pur- 
of giving effect to the doctrine of the English law 
on the subject of larceny, and which contradict the de- 
fnition by including under the defined term that 
constructive possession which it is meant to exclude. If 
the definition of property and possession were altogether 
omitted, and only the proposition left standing which 
onstitutes the remainder of Art. 281, a clearer and more 
sourate view of the law would be given than is 
trhibited by the present method. 
We have referred to this topic, not as one which isa 
fair example of the process of translation pursued in 
this work, but as an illustration of the difficulties which 


| belong to the method, and which call for a careful 
- @amination of each point before the result is accepted. 


Itshould be added that the author has appended to 


 hiswork a series of very interesting and valuable discus- 


sions on some of the most important points arising in 
qiminal law. 








General Correspan ence. 


*,” We regret that; we are compelled by the crowded 


_ state of our columns to hold over till next week several 


@mmunications. 


THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I presented myself in the character, not of the 
doctor, but the invalid. However, since from your re- 
marks last week you appear to think that I ought to 
difer a prescription, I will briefly outline the plan 

occurs to me. 

Take the ordnance map of Middlesex, cut it up into 
districts, blocks, sections, and sub-sections. The latter 
thould not exceed one-eighth of a mile square. Let each 
Property, as brought in for registration, have a number 
affixed to it, and let it be indicated on the map by that 
bumber, and let that number be the reference to search 


Substitute for the rigmarole now called the memorial 
‘tabular form printed on parchment sheets of uniform 
Reduce the stamp from 2s, 6d. to 6d., and abolish 
the absurdity of requiring two witnesses to the 
memorial” of a deed which requires but one, Sweep 
away also the cobwebs referred to in my last letter. 
Let the reformed memorials be from time to time 
in volumes of convenient bulk, and deposited in 
Sfire-proof receptacle. Let duplicate volumes be used 
ter actual reference. 
Let the index be of the property, and let the area of 
search be proportioned to the multiplication of holdings. 
The ordnance map is on various scales; for the rural 





parts of Middlesex a smaller scale may suffice, anda 
less minute sub-division ; and the sub-division might be 
extended to any district which got built over. 

In such an index a house would be—e.g.,district A., 
block II., section 3, sub-section d, number, 500. The 
searcher would get the book appropriated to that district, 
block, section, or sub-section, and would very quickly 
find what he wanted. : 

If desired, let there be a concurrent index of names. 
It will make assurance doubly sure. 

Suppose such a reform started, then I would have the 
present index remodelled accordingly. This might be 
done gradually, beginning with the latest volume, and 
if three years’ index were revised annually, we should in 
ten years possess a convenient register extending over 
forty years. 

The foregoing is merely a rough sketch. Many points 
of detail will occur to every one who takes the trouble 
to think over the matter, and these points will be settled 
differently by different minds. But none have occurred 
to me which create any real difficulty. What we want 
is not a beautifully symmetrical affair, but one which 
will save time and money in actual practice. 

To preclude a possible misconception, let me say that 
I do not propose to have the map used for the purpose 
of conveyance, but only of reference. Conveyance by 
official map is certainly not suited to the condition of 
this country. 

As regards the general question, it would ill become 
me to enter the lists against so eminent authority as 
Mr. Joshua Williams, to whom I, like so many others, 
am indebted for my first intelligent view of i 
real property law. But I would remark that the two 
practical (or popular) objections opposed to compulsory 
registration are (1) the mortgagor’s craving for secrecy ; 
(2) the addition to the expense of transferring very small 
properties. The former is notorious; the latter was 
pretty fully discussed in your columns four years ago. 
Now, both these objections lie with equal force against 
registration of deeds, while that does not, so far as I 
can see, offer any such compensatory advantages as the 
registration of title does offer. 

Nor am I in a position to compare the working of 
existing registries elsewhere; with that of the Scottish 
and Yorkshire Registries 1 am not acquainted. What 
the Irish Registry may have become under the influence 
of the Landed Estates Court I know not. Twenty-five 
years ago it was an abominable affair. But the gist of 
the matter is that the Middlesex Registry has to contend 
with peculiar and unexampled difficulties. A. 





Sir,—The letter of Mr. Joshua Williams, Q.C., which 
appeared in your last issue, must have been perused 
with great interest by the readers of your journal, but 
I venture to take exception to his suggestion that all 
registered deeds should be printed. If this were neces- 
sary the transfer of property would be much more 
costly than it is at present, and great delay would be 
occasioned thereby. I know from experience that much 
complaint is made respecting the system which is 
adopted at the Land Registry Office, where printed 
copies of all deeds have to be filed. 

As to tho registration of deeds, there can be no doubt 
(and particularly having regard to the recent disclosures 
in our City Police Court) that the compulsory registra- 
tion of deeds relating to property in any county would 
be beneficial, but it is most essential that such registra- 
tion should be simple and inexpensive. 

The objection to the present Middlesex Registry is, 
that the “index” does not afford sufficient information. 
For instance, if you are searching against a builder in 
the West End, you may find perhaps 100 or 200 deeds 
registered in the same parish (say Kensington) where 
the property which you are interested in is situate, 
Thorefore, if you desire to make your search complete, 
you must “uncarth” all the 100 or 200 memorials to 
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- if the property in question is affected by any of 
em. 

Now, it occurs to me that there should be two addi- 
tional columns to the present index, one to contain 
& short description of the parcels, and the other to state 
the nature (lease, mortgage, assignment, &c., as the case 
smay be) of the deed. If this were carried out a com- 
plete search might easily be made, but under the present 
arrangement it is often a hopeless task to attempt to 
search against builders and building societies. 

It may be said that there would be difficulty in giving 
a short description of the parcels; but I think that this 
could be done in the majority of cases without much 
trouble. There could be no difficulty in describing house 

-property situate in streets, and it is in respect of large 
~ building estates (formed into streets) that the search be- 
.fomes so laborious, H.W. 

London, Jan. 9, 





LAND TRANSFER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Mr. Joshua Williams has gained so many valu- 
‘able reforms by a discreet moderation, asking for a crust 
rather than no bread, that I almost hesitate to interfere 
by suggesting that his proposed amendment of the 
registry in Middlesex might be started, not only asa 

-solid reform there, but as an eirenicon between the rival 
schemes and the initiative of registration of titles 
throughout England. A registry of deeds, where regis- 
tration is compulsory and nothing is classified—nothing 
-swept away—and nothing locked up, is also a registry of 
title in the most untidy form possible ; and the registrar, 
who, while he merely files documents as they are brought 
to him and indexes the names of parties, keeps what is 
meant by a register of deeds, begins to put his office into 
order if he opens an account between each document or 
claim of title as it is brought in and the parcels on his 
district map to which it relates; and keeps a perfect 
registry of title if on each act of registration (in practice 
by the same operation) he balances every account of 
title tou which it relates by cancelling every registered 
‘claim that is thereby proved to have been transferred or 
lost by the registered owner, and posts the results to a 
ledger kept in an office book, and also in duplicate in 
separate sheets or certificates of title (i.e, of claim, 
which is all that title deeds amount to), at the same time 
putting away the corrected entries, now become merely 
historical; and the operation is simplified to the utmost 
if the parties draw and sign instructions for the new 
entry as the original and only operative document of 
title. 


This may be most briefly illustrated by stating the 
essential clauses and operation of an act for the ten- 
tative introduction of orderly registration of titles into 
separate districts. 

Section 1 would provide for the appointment of a 
board for registration, consisting of three members (the 
Master of the Rolls being ex officio one, with judicial 
powers on appeal from or reference by the Registrar), to 
frame general orders to take effect as enactments after 
having been laid before Parliament. 

Section 2 would enable the Queen by Order in Council 
to subject to the new rules any district defined in the 
order, and to establish a local office, with the effect, as 
regards a district in Yorkshire or Middlesex, of exempt- 
ing it from the Statute of Anne, and of subjecting the 
present office and officials to the new rules. 

Section 3 would enact that no disposition or devolution 
of an interest in land within the new rules should 
operate against a later disposition for value unless first 
registered, 

Experience has shown that provision for voluntary 
registration is worthless, and it may be assumed that 


compulsory registration can only be established by } 





—= 
means of local registries originally limited to few ang 
small areas, and gradually extended in number ang 
scope. I hope to show that the machinery for effectively 
registering every disposition and event affecting title 
could be worked even at the commencement of the 
system without material addition to the trouble and ex. 
pense of conveyancing, and would speedily remove exist. 
ing causes of much expense, delay, and doubt. 

There exist for a large part of England (inc) 
Middlesex), and should exist for every part that is made 
subject to registration of titles, excellent ordnance 
on which, in the case of town lands, every room in g 
house and bush in a garden could be accurately marked, 
A moderately true outline is sufficient for conveyan 
purposes. A portion of the map more than sufficient for 
any ordinary transaction could be sold at a profit for 
threepence. If it were enacted that dispositions, madg 
after a day appointed by Order in Council, of land within 
the area defined in the order, should operate according 
to priority of registration in manner prescribed by general 
erders, the course, upon sale of the cottage worth 
pounds so interesting to objectors, would be that a soli. 
citor (for none but solicitors should have audience at the 
registry) would purchase in duplicate a map of the 
locality and an official form, mark in colour on the 
the property sold, state in the form the parties and the 
purchase-money, adding, if needed, special stipulations, 
or referring to a separate document containing them, 
He would then deposit in, or send by post to, the office 
the form and map and the supplementary document (if 
any), all signed in duplicate by the parties. The regis. 
trar would mark each with an official stamp bearing the 
date of receipt, and a distinguishing number; file one 
set and return the other to the eender as a certificate of 
registration. 

If one solicitor acted for both parties, knowing the 
title, this would be all. Otherwise the purchaser's 
solicitor would, as a preliminary step, send to the office 
a letter and map stating that he was informed that the 
property marked on the map was unregistered, or (as 
the case might be) that it was registered in the name of 
A. by a document dated—and marked—and asking 
whether his information was true and complete. The 
registrar, referring by means of the map to an index, 
would in a few minutes reply, either confirming the 
statement or correcting it by reference to an adverse or 
cautionary entry. As it would be a rule that every 
entry should be cancelled (but not obliterated) as soon 
as it ceased to represent an existing or future title or 
claim, the search would be limited to entries represent. 
ing subsisting titles or possibilities. Documents belong: 
ing wholly to the past would be put by and be referred 
to only on questions of fraud or error. 

Thus, if A., the registered owner, mortgages to B., 
a solicitor prepares in triplicate on the office form and 
map a statement that A. is owner subject to a mortgage 
for £—— to B., who has certain powers (either printed 
or written in the form or contained in a separate docu- 
ment also prepared in triplicate). The printed form 
might contain all provisions likely to be required by 4 
mortgagee or a mortgagor, and those not wanted would 
be crossed out. The settled forms, duly signed, and the 
mortgagor's existing certificate of registration are then 
sent to the office. The mortgagor and mortgagee each 
gets back a copy duly marked (and distinguished Te 
spectively as “ mortgagor's copy” and ‘‘ mortgagee s 
copy”). The third copy is retained and indexed by the 
registrar, who cancels and puts by the mortgagor 
obsolete statement of a clear title, cancels each reference 
to it in the index and substitutes a reference to the new 
document, 


If the mortgagor and mortgagee grant a ease of 
sufficient importance to demand registration (say for 
fourteen years), four forms of lease with the map are 
filled up, referring, if necessary (as in the case of 4 
mining or building lease), to a separate document for 
special provisions. These, with the mortgagor's and 
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’s certificates, are sent to the registrar, who 


& one part of the lease and marks and returns the 


others with the old certificates, having endorsed on the 
jatter and on his own copy a reference to the lease. 

On the settlement of an estate it will either be placed 

ly in the power of trustees (who will be described 

in the certificate of title as trustees having powers 

ecified or referred to), or it will be limited in succession 

fo the beneficiaries. The official document will be 

gither the settlement or a reference to it as deposited in 

the office. Each person taking an interest under it may 

obtain an office copy or extract showing his title, and 

ished as his certificate, and if he charges or 

of his interest, he will surrender this in ex- 

change for other documents showing the altered state of 
the title. 

On a devolution by death or other event no disposition 
by the successor will be recognized until the event is 
proved to and certified by the registrar, or, at least, 
stated on the register as a ground of claim to be proved 
in case of need. 

The registrar should have judicial powers, and author- 
ily to remove an entry proved to him to be obsolete, but 
any claim or suggestion of fact should be entered on 
application without proof, subject to the payment of 
damages occasioned by unfounded statements. Thus 
therecord of title would always be kept at once com- 
plete and clear of merely historical and obsolete entries. 
The first registration of a title or claim toa particular 
property would not, however, become obsolete for many 


yet ; 

Atitle by adverse possession may be registered as a 
daim by stating the commencement of the enjoyment. 
Apurchaser from the claimant will weigh the evidence 
offered in support of the claim against the documentary 
ortegistered title of the dispossessed owner, so far as it 
may be accessible to him, and will form his own conclu- 
tion, The registrar will be bound to register all comers, 
oly taking care to issue no document without a clear 
telerence to every uncancelled adverse or qualifying 
airy. He will not be permitted even to ask for proof 
that the applicant has a prima facie title or possession, 
athat the boundaries of the property are truly set out. 
Bathe must always compare the boundaries of adjoining 


_ Poperties already registered, as marked out in the regis- 


teed maps and in those sent for registration, and (with. 
oe either) mark any overlapping as an adverse 


The registered documents would operate precisely as 
deeds, and would be the only documents of the title to 
ay land within the area of registers from the date of the 
Onder in Council, would be always accessible, and would 
be put out of the way as soon as they ceased truly to 
Represent existing interests or claims. 

After thirty or forty years from the first entry of an 
tholute claim, it would be unnecessary to refer to the 
a ceecs, and the title would be practically indefeasible. 

the meantime some of the prior deeds and the register 
Would together constitute the evidence of title. 

The subsidiary provisions of caveats and inhibitions 
we sufficiently understood, and are already in the Land 


Transfer Act, 1875, 


Tcannot ask for further space to show what must be 
y sufficiently obvious, that this machinery is as 
ble to every conceivable variety of interest and 
tomplication of settlement as ordinary book-keeping is 
all possible subjects and forms of commerce. It is 
that the adoption of it would involve, even on the 
entry of a title, no addition to the expenses now 
incident to a transfer beyond the trifling cost of the at- 
ces at, or letters to the office and the office fees. 
The fees and stamp duty on the first entry of a title to 
Moperty of small value might well be remitted. 
Temple, Jan, 8. Gxo, Swarr. 








THE CLASSES AT THE LAW INSTITUTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I shall be glad if you will permit me to call the 
attention of your readers, in the hope that some improve- 
ment may be effected, to the way in which the classes 
are conducted by the lecturers of the Law Society. 

IT have good grounds for knowing the manner in which 
it was intended the classes should be conducted, and 
very much regret to learn that instead of the lecturer 
examining the students on the lecture previously de- 
livered, or on those parts of a particular book which he 
should have requested the students to prepare for the 
class, he contents himself by simply inquiring of the 
students if they want to ask any particular questions, 
and by giving them further information on the subject 
of the immediately preceding lecture. The primary and 
important duty of the lecturer is by means of the class 
to test the extent and accuracy of the knowledge derived 
by the students from the previous lecture, or from that 
portion of any specific book he may have told them to 
read beforehand. 

I am not finding fault with the present common law 
lecturer, because I believe that many of his predecessors 
have conducted the classes in much the same way. This 
explains why the subscribers are far less numerous to 
the classes than the lectures. The intention of the society 
in instituting the classes is well expressed in their cir- 
cular. Iam quite confident that classes properly and 
efficiently conducted are most invaluable to articled 
clerks, but the way in which they have been conducted 
is very far removed from what was intended to be and 
what ought to be the method of their procedure. 

Although I simply describe myself as “ A Solicitor,” 
still you are at liberty, if you think fit, to disclose my 
name to any past or present lecturer, to whom I shall be 
happy to explain more fully my views upon the subject. 

Jan. 7. A Souicrror. 


— 


A correspondent of a Dablin journal states that some of 
the principal Dublin solicitors, including Messrs. Findlater; 
Larkin, & Cc., Molloy & Molloy, Mr. Davoren, &., have 
consented to granting the Saturday half-holiday through- 
out the year to their assistants. 


At the Breconshire Quarter Sessions, on Tuesday last, the- 
prosecutor in a night poaching case, on being applied to b 
the chairman, repaid the costs, amounting to £34, which” 
had been paid by the county, but were subsequently dis- 
allowed by the Treasury. A letter from the Home Secre- 
tary, recommending this application to be made to the 
prosecutor, was at the same time read. 


Ameeting was heldat the Mansion House, Dublin, on Wed- 
nesday, to promote a movement for the erection ofa national 
memorial to the late Lord Chief Justice Whiteside. The 
Lord Mayor presided, and said Mr. Whiteside’s career was 
one which illustrated the best points of the national 
character, and, dis‘ancing all competitors, he stood fore- 
most among his brethren at the bar. Lord Belmore moved 
a resolution re-appointing the committee formed some time 
ago to receive subscriptions to a memorial then proposed to 
be erected in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, and requesting them 
to act in the same capacity for the national memorial. The 
motion was seconded by Colonel Taylor, and adopted, Lord 
O'Hagan moved a r.solution declaring the movement 
worthy of the support of all admirers of the late Lord 
Chief Justice. He referred to Mr. Whiteside’s defence of 
O'Connell and to the enthusiasm which he created on that: 
occasion, and also to his defence of Mrs. Yelverton, which 
obtained for him an ‘ ovation ’’ from the House of Commons 
such as had only been given on one other occasion. The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Hamilton, MLP., and adopted. 
Other resolutions were adopted, and the i 
terminated. About £700 had been collected before th 
meeting was‘convened. A statue of the deceased judge 
will be erected in a few days in the Hall of the 
Courte.| 
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Cases uf the Geek. 


TrtaL or Cuancery AcTIONS BEFORE A Jury.—Upon 
giving judgment yesterday on an application in a case of 
Clements v. Norris, in which issues of fact had been directed 
to be tried by a jury, Vice-Chancellor Hall took occasion 
to suggest that a convenient course for the parties would 
be to transfer the action itself to a common law division, to 
be re-transferred after the trial of the issues. His lordship 
said that the suggestion was not applicable to that particu- 
lar case alone, but conveyed the general opinion of the 
jadges in regard to cases of the kind. The course he pro- 
posed would be attended with little expense ; and the con- 
venience resulting from it would be this, that all 
applications relating to the trial would be made in the 
division to which the action itself was thus annexed. 


Practic9E—TRansFeR OF CavsE ro County Court 
UNDER Provisions or 30 & 31 Vict., c. 142, s. LO— 
Errect Or ORDER UNDER THAT SecTron.—In the case of 
Welply v. Buhl, heard before Cockburn, 0.J., and Ma- 
nisty, J., an order had been made, on December 7th, by 
Master M. Smith, under the provisions of 80 & 81 Vict., 
c. 142, s. 10, ordering that, unless the plaintiff, within a 
week, gave security for the defendant's costs, the action 
should be remitted to the county court. The plaintiff 
did not give security within that time, but he applied for 
and obtained, on December 21st, a farther order to the 
effect that the plaintiff should be at liberty to give security 
within three days, under the order of the 7th of December, 
notwithstanding that the time limited by the said order 
had expired. From this order the defendant appealed, and 
Fry, J., on the lst January, rescinded the order; from this 
decision the plaintiff now appealed, and contended that the 
order of Master Manley Smith, of the 21st of December, 
should stand, having been made by him in the due exercise 
of his discretion. For the defendants it was urged that as 
soon as the time fixed by the order of December 7th had 
expired, the cause became transferred to the county court 
by virtue of that order, and it was therefore ont of the 
jurisdiction of the Master to make the order he did on the 
2ist of December. The court were of opinion that the 
order of Fry, J., must be set aside, inasmuch as the Master 
had jarisdiction to make the order he did. The cause had 
never been actually transferred to the county conrt, 
although under the order of December 7th it might have 
been so transferred. Until the writ had been lodged with 
the registrar of the county court, tae cause was not trans- 
ferred to that court, but remained in the court in which 
it had been commenced. 


PRACTICE—JURISDICTION OF MASTER AFTER ORDER TO 
DISMiss ACTION UNLESS STATEMENT OF CLAIM DELIVERED 
WITHIN CERTAIN TIME.—In Whistler v' Hancock, which was 
an action on a bill of exchange, in which the defendant had 
upon the 19th of October obtained leave to appear and 
defend the action, an order had been made on the 15th of 
December directing that the action should be dismissed for 
want of prosecution, unless the plaintiff delivered his 
statement of claim within a week. The plaintiff did not so 
deliver his statement of claim, but on the 1st of January 
an order was made by a master that he should have a weeks 
further peremptory time to deliver his statement of claim. 
This order had been sot aside on appeal by Fry, J., and the 
plain-tiff appealed from his decision to the Queen’s Bench 
Division. The case was argued yesterday (Jan. 11) when 
the court (Cockburn, C.J., and Manisty, J.) held that the 
decision of Fry, J., was right, and that the master, in 
making the order of the 1st of January, had acted ultra vires, 
for as soon as the time limited by the original or the 14th 
of December had expired the action was at an end, and he 
could not revive it. 





Ss 





In answer to their application for remuneration, the jury 
in the ‘‘detective case” have been informed by the Lords 
of the Treasury that, notwithstanding the recommendation 
of Mr. Baron Pollock, their lordships cannot regard the 
services rendered by the jurors as entitling them to special 
consideration or payment for their time. 
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THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY op 
LIVERPOOL AND THE OFFICE OF CLERK 
OF THE PEACE. 


On the death of Mr. Peter Wright in the early part of 
last year, the town council of Liverpool appointed the town 
clerk to the office of clerk of the peace of the boi 
In October last the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool 
addressed the following letter to the mayor :— 


To nis WorsuiP THE Mayor oF Liverpoot, 

Dear Sin,—I have been requested by the committes of 
this society to write to you with reference to the unsatis, 
factory arrangement as to the office of clerk of the peace of 
the borough of Liverpool, by which the office is tem 
filled by the town clerk, but the duties are necessarily per. 
formed by deputy. - ? , : 

The society feel considerable interest in the subject, as it 
is one of the few offices which solicitors are qualified to 
hold, and they quite agree with the intimation in ths 
circular addressed to the candidates, that the duties should 
be performed personally and not by deputy. 

Thé society consider that the present temporary arran 
ment is also unsatisfactory on the ground that the town 
clerk fills other offices, the duties of which are to some 
extent incompatible and conflicting with those of clerk of 
the peace. foe 

The views of the society are embodied in the following 
resolution :—‘‘ That it is desirable that a permanent Bayo 
ment be made to the office of clerk of the peace for the 
borough of Liverpool, and that the appointment should be 
conferred on a gentleman of standing and experience, who 
would perform the duties of the office personally, and who 
should receive the whole of the salary sanctioned by the Home 
Secretary.” Ma Se 

I shell be much obliged if you will bring the views of the 
society before the council, so that a satisfactory permanent 
arrangement may be made as to the office. —I remain, yours 
respectfully, Henry C. Duncan, President. 

The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, 

14, Cook- street, Oct. 8, 1877. 


At the meeting of the council on Wednesday last, the 
following resolution came up for confirmation from the Fin- 
anceand Estate Committee: —“ Resolution: That the Finance 
and Estate Committee having considered the letter from the 
Incorporated Law Society referred to them by the council, 
and baving had an interview with a deputation from that 
body, report that they cannot recommend the council to dis- 
turb the present me rg with regard to the clerkship 
of the peace, except that the salary of the deputy clerk of 
the peace be recommended to be increased from £250 to 
£350 per annum, and that, in future, the salary of the 
clerk of the peace be paid to him.” : 

Alderman Weightman, in proposing the confirmation of 
the resolution, stated that the council bad recommended 
to the Home Secretary that the salary of the clerk of the 


peace should be £600 a year, and, following that, the’ 


council appointed the town clerk clerk of the peace with. 
out any other salary for the performance of those duties 
than the £600 a year, which would be absorbed in expenses, 
leaving a small margin of only about £40 a year, which 
would bereturned to the credit of the town clerk’s establish- 
ment, He hed nothing to say about the temporary natare 
of the appointment, except that up to the present the ap- 
pointment had worked very satisfactorily as far as he 
knew anything about it. Nothing had been said ontside 
by way of complaint, except what had emanated from the 
Liverpool Law Society, The members of the society ssid 
the duties of the clerk of the peace were incompatible 

those of town clerk, but to his mind the duties had been 
satisfactorily performed, and without any injury to the 
public service. The law society had explained pretty fairly 
their views, and he was perfectly aware that the lawsociety 
of Liverpool were a very important body, and had a right 
to look sharply after the performance of duties that related 
to their profession. It was quite true that the town clerk 
could not perform the duties of the office of clerk of the 
peace personally, except in so far as he attended the open- 
ing of the sessions and generally “pricked” the grand 
jury, and he did perform some of the more important 
duties that a clerk of the peace had to perform, He oon- 
sidered that this grievance put forward by the law society 
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qas a sentimental.one. The office of clerk of the peace 
qas of considerable antiquity, bat he did not think it de- 
rived much benefit from its antiquity, except that every- 
¢hing ancient look grand in the distance. He hoped that 
it would not be considered by any means that it was be- 
cause he had indifferently performed the duties the town 
clerk should be asked to resign the office of clerk of the 


Alderman Hall seconded the motion. 

Mr. Hughes moved the following amendment :—*‘ That, 
jn the opinion of the council, it is not desirable the town 
glerk should hold the office of clerk of the peace of the 
borough, and that it is desirable the present temporary 
arrangement should be terminated, and an independent 
solicitor appointed to the office; and the town clerk having 

his willingness to resign the office, that the 

council request the town clerk to resign the same.” He 
gaid that as far back as 1858 there was a discussion about 
the appointment of clerk of the peace, and a very elaborate 
4 was prepared on the subject by Mr. Shuttleworth. 

At that time he found that the office of clerk of the 
was vested in the town clerk. When the Mani- 

cipal Act was passed it gave a right to the*coancil 
to appoint a clerk of the peace, and therefore Mr. 
Radcliffe, the then town clerk, was also appointed 
clerk of the peace. This went on for some time, but there 
existed difficulties, for it was an anomaly to see the town 
élerk, who was absolutely prosecuting solicitor, also clerk of 
the peace, so that he was there both to do what was neces- 
sary for the prosecution of prisoners, and also to act as as- 
sistant to the judge, duties altogether incompatible. On 
the death of Mr. Ratcliffe the council cams to the conclu- 
fion that this should not continue, and there was a severance 
6f the two offices, and Mr. Peter Wright was appointed 
élerk of the.peace. This continued until the death of Mr. 
Wright in January last year, and the matter was then dis- 
cussed by the Finance Committee, who requested the town 
clerk to report on the matter, and he reported on the 12th 
of January last year. It appeared that a great distinction 
between the two offices was that the clerk of the peace was 
appointed during good behaviour, and the town clerk was 
pointed only during pleasure. In that report the town 
lerk suggested that the clerk of the peace should be ex- 
sig to perform his duty personally, and not by deputy. 
n that the committee ordered advertisements inviting ap- 
plications for the office of clerk of the peace, and some eigh- 
teen or twenty applications were receive]. The council, 
in appointing the town clerk to the office of the clerk of 
the peace, had never intended that the appointment should 
be permanent. It was simply a temporary arrangement, 
snd he considered that the justice of the case demanded an 
independent appoiatment. Mr, Gutridge held the highest 
character, and was in every way qualified for the office. 
He had discharged the duties most satisfactorily as the 
deputy of the town clerk, and was a professional man ; and 
avy honour attached to the office should be given to the 
man who really did the work. Some suggestion had been 
made that if the town clerk became, through any cause, 
incapacitated for the performance of the functions of his 
‘office, he might have this office to fall back upon. He 
need not say that they all felt that, whatever position the 
town clerk was in, they had a great regard for him. Ife 
did his work remarkably well, and if they should have the 
misfortune to have their town clerk incapacitated for the 


_ performance of his duties, he had no doubt the town coancil 


would grant him an allowance worthy of him. 

Mr. Yates seconded the amendment. 

After some remarks by Alderman Hall, Mr, Rathbone 
said that all who knew the great benefits the town had 
derived from the law society would agree with him that 
they could not listen with too great care to any advice it 
was kind enough to give them, and especially as this was a 

uestion upon which the society was bouni in duty to give 

em its opinion. He quite agreed that the two offices of 
clerk of the peace and town clerk were inconsistent with 
each other, and should not be held by the same person. 


After considerable discussion Mr. Hughes’ amendment was’ 


carried by 38 votes to 15. 

The Mayor then read a letter from the town clerk, in 
which he resigned the office of clerk of the peice. 

Mr. Hughes moved the following resolutions :—* That 
the resignation by the town clerk of the office of clerk of the 





peace - the borough of Liverpool be, and the same is hereby, 
accepted.” . 

Mr. Yates seconded the resolution, which was carried 
unanimously. 

Mr. Hughes then moved :—“ That the council do hereb 
appoint Mr. Henry Gutridge, solicitor (being a fit person), 

erk of the peace of the borough of Liverpool, during his 
good behaviour.” 

Mr. Yates seconded the resolution. . 

An amendment was proposed but withdrawn, and the 
resolution was put and carried. 





HSocteties, 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, January 9, the following 
directors being present :—Mr. E. Hedger (in the chair), 
Messrs. Brook, Lake, Mellersh, Price, Rickman, Roscoe, 
Smith, Torr, and Veley. Mr. E‘ffe, secretary. Six new 
members were admitted to the association. A sum of £235 
was distributed in grants of assistince among distressed 
solicitors and their families, and other general business 
was transacted. 


os 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

A special general meeting of the members of this society 
was held yesterday (Friday) at the hall of the society for 
the purpose of electing a professional auditor. Mr, E. F. 
Burton, president, occupied the chair. 

The CuarrMAN read over the names of the gentlemen 
proposed ‘to fill up the vacancy, together with the names 
of their proposers and seconders, as follows :— 

J. Henry Schroder, 4, Lincoln’s-inn-fields.—Basil Bird, 
36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; George E. , 10, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Isham H. E. Gill, Liverpool; Francis D. 
Lowndes, Liverpool ; Thos. Horton, Birmingham ; H. F. 
Lawes, jun., Bristol ; John H. Wollaston, Wells, Somerset ; 
Edmund F. B. Church, 61, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Edward Hart, 14, Moorgate-street.—C. Astley Morris, 
5, Finsbury-circus; Charles Robbins, 1, New-square. 

Charles’ James Singleton, 8, Staple-inn.—John Cross, 
Staple-inn; Richard Hervé Giraad, 7, Farnival’s-inn. 

William Westcott, 35, Coleman-street, E.C.—Rowld. 
Nevitt Bennett, Lincola’s-inn ; Edmd. K. Blyth, 10, St. 
Swithin’s-lane, E.C 

Walter Galt Gribbon, 9, King’s-roil, Gray’s-inn—Wam. 
Janeway, 38, Bedford-row; G20. W. H. Janeway, 38, 
Bedford-row. 

Georgs Broom, 53, Coleman-street, E.C.—W. H. Ashurst, 
solicitor’s office, General Post Office, St. Martin’s-le-Grand; 
Marshall Pontifex, St. Andrew’s-street, Holborn-circus. 

Thomas Abercrombie Welton, 5, Moorgate-street, E.C.— 
Alex. D. Druce, 10, Billiter-square, E.C.; T. Vaughan 
Roberts, 2, St. Mildred’s-court, Poultry. 

Henry Dever, 4, Lothbury, Loadon—J. R. Macarthur, 30, 
John-street, Bedford-row ; Edw. Lambert, 8, John-street, 
Bedford-row. 

Charles Minshull, 3, George-yard, LombarJ-street.— 
Richd. S. Taylor, Jun., Field-court, Gray’s-inn; Alfred W. 
Surtees, 35, Bedford-row. 

Walter Freire-Marreco, 15, Clement’s-inn, Sirand—Henry 
Houseman, 3, Princes-street, Storey’s-gate, Westminster ; 
Chas. Marsh Lee, Salisbury. 

James Ford, 76 and 77, Cheapside—Charles E. Lewis, 
M.P., 8, Old Jewry; Tuffuell Southgate, 7, King’s-bench- 
walk, Temple, 

Tansley Witt, 67, Chancery-lane, W.C.—R. Few, 19, 
Surrey-street, Strand: Edward Bailey, 5, Bernors-street 

Thomas Wise, 50, Gresham-street, E.C.—George Burges, 
9, Linooln’s-inn-fields ; Frank M. Russell, 4, Bedford-row. 

Pullam Markham Evans, 2, Gresham-buildings, E.C.- 
G. B. Gregory, M.P., 1, Bedford-row; James H. Lloyd, 
4, Bloomsbury-square ; 

Frederick Whinney, 8, Old Jewry, City—Henry A. 
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Deane, 14, Sonth-square, Gray’s-inn; Wallir, Nash, 12, 
Queen-street, E.C. 

William Tuorquand, 16, Tokenhonse-yard—Henry R. 
Freshfield, 5, Bank-buildings ; J. Addison, 7, Walbrook. 

Arthur Eldridge, 69, Chancery-lane—C. A. Swinburne, 
28, Bedford-row ; Joseph Lovegrove, Gloucester. 

Thomas Partington Scrivener, 40, Norfolk-street, Strand 
—John F. Isaacson, 40, Norfolk-street, Strand; Francis 
Robinson, 36, Jermyn-street, St. James’. 

Arthur Cooper, 14, George-street, Mansion-house, E,C.— 
Charles Harrison, 19, Bedford-row. W.C.; Cecil A. Coward, 
Mincing-lane. 

William Henry McCreight, 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s- 
inn, London—Robert Hart, 37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; C. J. 
Partington, 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 

Edward Moore, 3, Crosby-square, E.C.—Allan Field, 12, 
Queen’s-street, E.C. ; Geo. Webb, 3, Crosby-square, E.C. 

Alfred Augustus James, 110, Connon-street — John 
Nicholas Mason, 32, Gresham-street ; Clement Upperton, 
52, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 

The above candidates were then formerly proposed and 
seconded by gentlemen present at the meeting with the 
exception of Mr. Broom, Mr. Wise, Mr. Scrivener, and Mr. 
Cooper, who had requested that their names might be with- 
drawn, and Mr. Moore, who found no proposer. 

The CHainMan having read the names of the candidates 
who stood for election, and stated that ballot papers would 
be forthwith sent out, 

Mr. Macartavur wished to say one word about the 
voting papers. He wanted to ask that they might be sent 
out folded so that the contents might not be open to inspec- 
tion. He thonght that after what had occurred this was 


The following gentlemen were then appointed to act as 
scrutineers:—Messrs. Bigg, Day, Addison, Blyth, and 
Osbaldeston ; and the meeting having been adjourned 
until Monday, the 4th of February, at two o'clock, the 
proceedings terminated with a vote of thanks to the chair- 
man, 








Appouintunrents, Ete. 


& Mr. Witt1am Joun Ewrns Bennet7, barrister, has been 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Grantham, in 
succession to Mr. Jchn Stratford Dugdale, appointed Re- 
corder of Birmingham. Mr. Bennett is an M.A. of Oriel 
College, Oxford. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1859, and practises on the Midland 
Circuit, and at the Leicestershire, Northamptonshire, and 
Birmingham Sessions. 


Mr. Toomas Brasszy, barrister, M.P., has been elected 
one of the Younger Brethren of the Corporation of the 
Trinity House. Mr. Brassey is the eldest son of the late 
Mr. Thomas Brassey, and was educated at Rugby and at 
University College, Oxford, where he graduated third class 
in law and modern history in 1859, and he was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1866, He was M.P., 
for Devonport in the Liberal interest for a few months in 
1865, and he has reprecented Hastings since 1868, 


* Mr. Revert Cecit Larxe, of Colchester, has been elected 
Clerk to the Colchester Board of Guardians and Superinten- 
dent Registrar, in succession to his father, the late Mr. 
Arthur Louis Laing—to whom he was under articles. 


Mr. Joun Purse Lewis, solicitor, of Denbigh, bas been 
appointed Solicitor to the Denbigh Association for the Pro- 
secution of Felons, in the place of Mr. John Parry Joncs, 
resigned. 

Mr. Jonn Carex Sziny, solicitor, of No. 1, Cecil- street, 
Btrand, London, and Palace View, Lewisham, Kent, has been 
sppointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Fraxcis Travers, solicitor, of Poole, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Dorsetshire, and the 
town of Pocle, for taking the Acknowledgmer'ts of Deeds by 
Married Women. 














——__——__ 





Obituary. 


MR. JOB BRADSHAW. 


Mr. Job Bradshaw, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Standard Hill, Nottingham, on the 30th ult. The deceased 
was admitted a solicitor in 1825, and was at the time of hig. 
death the oldest practising member of the legal profession 
in the town of Nottingham. He carried on a large practice, 
and was highly respected for his integrity of character, 
legal knowledge, and sound judgment. He was, however, 
most widely known as a leading local politician. In 1841 he 
purchased the copyright of the Nottingham Journal, and 
took an active in its management, both as editor and 
contributor. e was a member of the Conservative 

rly, though he advocated the Free Trade measures of the 
78 Sir Robert Peel; but he was warmly esteemed by all 
political parties in the town and district. Mr. Bradshaw 
also took an active part in municipal affairs. From 
1835 till 1844 he was a town councillor for the Exchan 
Ward, and at a later date he was a representative of St. 
Mary’s Ward. 








THE NEW MANCHESTER COUNTY COURT. 


Tue Judge of the Manchester County Court (Mr.J. A. 
Russeli, Q.C.) sat on Tuesday, says the Manchester Guard- 
ian, for the first time in the new — in Quay-street. 
On taking his seat he was congratulated by the Mayor (Mr. 
Alderman Grundy), as i ampgen | the public; by Mr. 
Jordan on behalf of the bar ; and by Mr. Smith, as repre- 
senting the other branch of the legal profession, on the 
commodious and well-arranged rooms in which the busi- 
ness of the county court will hereafter be conducted.— 
The Mayor (who was accompanied by Mr. Talbot, deputy 


town clerk) said it was notorious that the accommodation of 


the County Court, whether for the judge or for the bar or 
for the suitors, had been for a considerable time very insuffi- 
cient; buta very great improvement was to be observed 
under the new arrangements, and the business of the court 
would in future be conducted, no doubt, with comfort. Of 
course they sll knew that the justice which was adminis- 
tered in a court constituted the true dignity of the court; 
but at the same time there was something in the accessories, 
and doubtless the material surroundings of a court of justice 
when they were suitable did add something to the digni 
and importance of the proceedings. It was his (the Mars 
hope, in common with the rest of the community, that the 
judge might be long spared to administer justice there, and 
that he would be able to do so with the same satisfaction to 
the community at large as he had hitherto done, and with 
an increased measure of comfort and convenience to him-- 
self.—Mr. Jordan pointed to the important nature of man 
of the actions—some of them involving thousands of poun 
—frequently tried at the Manchester County Court, as 
showing that it had become imperatively necessary to 
rovide a fit and proper court for the administration of 
justice. He hoped he might also be allowed to say this—and 
in no spirit of mere bombast or flattery—thbat the utility of the 
court depended on the quality of the judge, in whose presence 
he would not venture to say more than that he believed 
that the quality of the judge who presided over that court 
was such that he had the entire confidence and esteem of 
both branches of the prof-ssion, and he thought he might 
say the same of the whole commercial community of Man- 
chester.—Mr. Smith, in the course of his remarks congratu- 
lated tho conrt on the faithful and efficient manner in 
which the registrars, the high bailiff, and so far as he had 
been able to ascertain, all the various officers discharged the 
duties of their office. —The Judge briefly acknowledged the 
kindly sentiments which bad been expressed, adding that 
it had been the desire of tho registrars and himeelf to see 
that the accommodation povided thoela be suitable, so as to 
meet tbe convenience of all parties who were necessarily 
brovght there on business, add he was bound to say that 
the authorities at the Treasury and Board of Works had 
yielded to every suggestion that had been made. The 
consequence wes that when the «stablishment got into fair 
working order, it would be seen that there was no require- 
ment of the public which hed not been foreseen and pro- 
vided for.—The ordinary business of the court was then pro- 
ceeded with. 
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Heqgal News. 


«Ww. M. and W.’’ write to the Times on January 8 :— 
«We received instructions to-day from Bristol to apply 
for an order for an action in the Master of the Rolls court, 
to be tried before a special jury at Bristol at the next 
assizes. On applying at his lordship’s chambers for an 

intmect we were informed that the first day on which 
our application could be heard was Monday, the 2ist of 
January, or, as a favour, Saturday, the 19th. Solicitors 
get blamed for the law’s delay, but, under sach circum- 
stances, what can they do?” 


Mr. Pontifex, the plaintiff in one of the official referee 
gases recently decided by the Court of Appeal, writes to 
the Times to complain of the hardships he has suffered. 
He ssys: “I have the misfortune to be plaintiff in an action 
which came on for trial in the Exchequer Division at the 
Guildhall on the 22nd of June last. After the case had 
been opened the presiding. judge declined to try it, and 
insisted that it shonld be referred to an official referee, 
unless the parties could within a week agree upon a special 
arbitrator. In default of such agreement, the action 
yas afterwards so referred. The reference was wholly 
compulsory; it was objected to by my counsel and I be- 
lieve, by that of the defendant also. It purported to be 
under section 57 of the Judicature Act, 1873. The order 
of reference was drawn up by one of the associates of the 
curl, and the order of the judge made at the trial was 
that the action should be referred to an official referee. 
Under this order, accordingly, a protracted and expen- 
tive reference took place, and ultimately the official 
referee found in my favour, with costs. The defendant 
tried to set aside the award of tho referee on certain tech- 
nical grounds which I will not trouble you with. Suffice 
ittosay that he moved ‘the Exchequer Division to set it 
aide, and was defeated in hisattempt. In December last 


he took the case to the Court of Appeal, and there, to the 
pee of both parties, the court set aside the 


proceeding on the ground that the judge in the 
frstinstance had no jarisdiction to refer the case at all 
inthe form in which it had been referred, Accordingly, 
everything which bad taken place since the order of refer- 
@ce was held to have been coram non judice, a farce and a 
| willity, the only reality remaining being the heavy and 
weless expenditure of the suitors. I, therefore, find my- 
wif, after this long iaterval, minus alarge sum of money, 
with my case not one iota advanced; and unless some 
compromise can be effected, I must again set down the 
tse for trial if I wish to recover the amount which has 
been adjudged due tome, To me it is a sufficient annoy- 
tee, but a poorer man might have been ruined by this 
tiditional expense so needlessly and uselessly imposed 
tpon him by a judge.” 


There have been the usual complaints this week about 
Jndges’ Chambers.—‘‘ Solicitors” write to the Times 
fom Philpot-lane, January 8 :—‘‘ We sont a clerk to-day 
to Judges’ Chambers to obtaia a common summons for 
time to deliver a pleading. It was not until he had made 
Aconsiderable expenditure of physical force that he suc- 
teded in obtaining entrance, and not until he had fought 
fr twenty-five minntes with the struggling multitude 
that he obtained the summons. For this vicarious exercise 

professional skill and bodily endurance we are entitled 
wcharge 3s., and, as the matter is an ‘agency’ one, and 
car clerk’s omnibus fare was 4d., we shall net le. 2d. by 
the transaction. ‘‘ J.” writes to the same journal. “The 
{perience of the counsel, solicitors, and clients this day 
must have been that ‘ Jadges’ Chambers more nearly rep- 
TMéented a debtors prison of the old days than chambers 

the disposal of judicial business, As many as 78 (and 

_ More) debtors summonses were put upon to-day’s list, 
wd, besides, there were 32 summonses to be attended by 
@unsel and a large number of adjourned general sum- 
Monses. It was simply impossible for a single judge to 
dispose of this immense amount of business in the time 
ed, and the consequence is that next Friday's liat of 

” summonses and to-morrow’s list of counsels’ and 

— summonses will be nearly as bad as to-day’s, and 
only will avail to reduce the overcharge of work and 





vexation of mind and body thereby occasioned. I would 
ask, why this should be? Why not, in the face of the 
pressure of business conssquent upon vacations and holi- 
days, have had a commissioner or two or three commis- 

sioners to assist in getting through the work? Howgladly 
‘ learned brethren’ would have sat to-day, to-morrow, and 

the next day to render the assistance and how gladly, 
too, would suitors and their advisers have availed them- 
selves of the additional strength of jadicial power. Again 
I would ask —and it is a question which will, I believe, be 
re-echoed by the entire legal profession why should the 
public offices—to wit, the Associates of the Judges, the 
Rule-Office, Somerset-honse, and numerous other offices 
he closed at 2, 3, and 40’clook as they nearly all are, 
from 11 till 2, or 11 till 3, and 11 to 4? These are the 

almost invariable hours for work allotted to Her Majesty’s 
civil servants, greatly to the annoyance of the public at 

large. If ‘the public’ devoted but three or four hours per 
day to labour, little, indeed, would be the necessity for 
the Civil Service and public establishments. What a job 
it is to obtain a denoting stamp, for instance, after 2 p.m. 
You cannot leave your deed, and when you do, of course 
no receipt is given you for it, and then asecond journey up 
several pairs of staircases must be made the next day for 
it. Look, again, at the delay thereis in obtaining an 
office copy of a document, in some cases, perhaps, one 
day only, but in many instances three days and more.” 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
COURT OF APPEAL. | 
List oF APPEALS FoR HILARy SitT1Nes, 1878. 
APPEALS FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 

Macdonald v Irvine app of plt from V C Hall (ca v Nov 26— 
present Lords Justices James, B llay, and Thesiger) 

Faithful v Ewen app of W B Brook in person from interlocu- 
tory order of Master of Rolls (cay Dec l—present Lords 
Jastices James, Baggallay and Thesiger) 

McAndrew v Berker app of plts from Master of Rolls (cav 
Dec 4—on megane | objection—present Lords Justices 
James, Baggallay and Thesiger) 

Graham v Campbell app of deft Robt Campbell & anr from 
V C Malins (cav Dee 17—present Lords Justices James 
Baggallay aud Thesiger) 


For Hearing. 
1877. 

The International Financial Society v The City of Moscow Gas 
Co TheCity of Moscow Gas Co v The International Finan- 
cial Society fy the City of Moscow GasCo VCB— 
—May 29 part heard 

De Bussche v Alt app of deft VC H—Aug 10 Part heard 

Meller v Farlow app of pit M R—June Il s O for security) 

bap _ app of plt V C B—July 12, 1876 (restored by 
order 

Newby v Sharpe app of deft Fry, J—July 21 (S O fur security) 

Blackburn v Taylor ' appofdeft M R—July 9 

In re The Stapleford Colliery Co, limd app of Messrs Daan 
Bros VC BoA 1 : 

Bonnewellv Jenkins app of defts Fry, J—Aug 20 

Ashbee v aw app of defts Fredk. Appleby & aur VC M 
—Au 

Wilson ¥ Hodgson app of defts VC M—Sept 4 

In re The Pinto Silver Mining Co, limd, and Co’s Acts app of 
liquidators V C H—Sept 14 2 

Ridgway v The Hilton House and Red Moss Colliery Co, limd 
app of defts V C H—Oct 16 

Lees v Coulton Lees vClutton app of plts from order on f ¢ 
M R—Oot 16 

Lees v Cluttod Lees v Clutton app of defts Hannah Lees & 
ors M R--Oct 23 

In re John Hobson, deceased, & The Manchester Corporation 
Waterworks, &c., Acts app of R Hankinson & ors from 
V_ C of County Palantine of L ter (Manchester Dis- 
be ig 24 

Hatfield vy Minet app of Sir Charles and Lady Stanley & ors 
V C H—Oct 25 

The Odessa Tramways Co, lind v Mendel app of deft Fry, J— 


Oct 26 
In re Cavendish, deceased Cavendish y Mundy app of pit 
M R—Oct 26 
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Homer v Homer appofplt Fry, J—Oct 26 

Evans v Williams app of plt C H—Oct 27 

Weatherall v Thornburgh app of deft Prowse V C H—Oct 29 

Inre The European Assurance Society Arbitration Acts, and 
The British Commercial Insurance Co app of liquidators of 
The British Nation, &c, Association from decision of arbitra- 
tor—Oct 30 

In re The Euro Assurance Society Arbitration Acts, and 
indemnity claims against The European Society SPP of 
Joint Official Liquidator of the British Nation and Royal 
Naval, &c, Societies, from decision of arbitrator—Aug 9 
(postponed by consent) 

Jacobs v De Morgan app ofdefts M R—Nov 2 

Harrison v Pearce spp of my VC H—Nov 5 

“act v Boynton appofGH L Boynton &anr V C H— 

ov 

Scarborough v Dodwell app of deft M R—Nov 14 

* British Dynamite Cov Krebs app of defts Fry, J—Nov 
1 


Cooper v Lloyd app of plt M R—Nov 20 

Lister v Kilner app of defts VC B—Nov 23 

Banks v Stables app of deft M R—Nov 28 

Dean v Mc Dowell 1375—D—6 app of plts M R—Nov 30 

Dean v Mc Dowell 1876-—D—56 app of plts M R—Nov 30 

Earl de la Warr v Lord Seckville app of plt Earl dela Warr 
V C M—Dec 3 

— v Hampshire Banking Co app of defts Fry J— 

ec 


Williams v Williams app of Geo Thomas M R—Dec 12 
In re ee decd Jones v Chinnell app of pli VC H— 


ec 

The Dunkirk Colliery Co v Lever app of deft M R—Dec 13 

The Magdalen Hospital v Knotts app of defts Alfred Knotts 
&enr Fry J—Dec 15 The Magdalen Hospital v Knotts 
app of defts Robert Milton Shaw & ors Fry J—Dec 17 

= : es app of defts except Joseph Pickering Fry 

—Deec 

Hope v Gibbs app of plt VC B—Dec 17 

Lobley v Talbot app of deft Fry J—Dec 18 

Metzler vy Wood app of defts VC M—Dec 18 

Robinson v Finlay Ward v Robinson app of defts in Ist act 
& pit in 2nd act VC B—Dec 20 

Elias v Griffith app of defts The Snowden Slate Quarries Co 
&anr VC H—Dec21 Elias v Griffith app of deft William 
Morris Griffith VC H Dec 22 Elias v Griffith app of 
defts West Snowden Slate Co limd VC H—Dec 22 

The Chesterfield &o Colliery Co v Black app of plts VC B— 


Dec 22 
er v The Great Eastern Ry Co app of deftCo V CM 
ec 


1878 


In re Dudson’s Contract for Sale to Kinsella (V & P Act, 
1874) app of Edwd Kinsella (purchaser) M R—Jan 3 


— oore app of plt. from order on petition M R— 
an 


From Orders made en Interlocutory Motions in the 
Chancery Division. 


In re The Englefield Colliery Co, limd app of E W Wingrove 
VC M—Aug 16 (pt hd Dec 19—present Master of the Rolls 
and Lords Justices Baggallay and Thesiger) 

Freke v Ld Carbery app of deft Ld Carbery M R—Aug 10 
{pt hd “4 20—present Lords Justices James, Baggallay, and 

esiger 

In re Emma Smith, deceased Mathew v Mathew app of Wm 
McMurray, a creditor V C B—Dec8 (pt hd Dec 21—present 
Lords Justices James, Baggallay, and Thesiger) 

In re i Caerphilly Colliery Co, Tima app of H E Ormerod 


Vv —A 
Gould v The Hallamshire Steel and File Co app of defts MR 
—Aug9 (Not before Feb 7) : 
In re The Englefield Colliery Colimd app of Themas Camp- 
bell VC M—Aug 16 (S O for security) 
Davy. Bros, limd v Garrett app of deft Parry V C H—Dec7 
Walters vy Woodbridge app of J M Teesdale from Lord Romily 
MR_ (pt hd—restored by order) 
ho v Gams app of pit — = pltsm VC B—Dec 
w_v Garrett app of plt from order on defts’ 
VC B—Dec 11 haste: tubes 
— = Ren aed a Amer agne oe HS C M—Dec 14 
orthampton Coal, &c, Co v The Midland Waggo: 
of defts VC M—Dec 1f hein 
Blain y Chorlton app of plt from V C of County Palatine of 
Lancaster (Manchester district)—Dec 15 
Flint v De Morgan app of deft De Morgan M R—Dec 19 
— v The Chapel Town Paper C» app of defts M R— 
ec 


In re The Wedgwood Coal and Iron Co, limd app of petitioners 
Robert Blackie & ors (not before Jan | Pe M—Dee 19 
{n re The British Farmers Pure Linseed Cake Co limd app of 
Jonathan Niculls VC H—Dec 20 





—<—<$<$<—<— 
The am Ramee Bank, limd v Davies app of deft VC q 


—Dec 
The Anglo-Italian Bank, limd v Wells app of defts VOW 
Dec 2 


ec 21 
In re The Boscaswell Downs Tin. &o, Association limd app of 
of G W Owen from Vice-Warden of the Stannaries—Dec 29. 
In re Richd Alison’s, and In re Alisons, infants app of Lucy, 
Johnson, widow (next frisnd) from V C of County Palating 
of Lancaster (Liverpool district) —Dec 29 


1878. 


Lord v Mulkern app of plt M R—Jan 2 

In re Aird, decease orton v Quick app of plt VC M. 
Jan 3 

Coddington v The Jacksonville, &c, Railroad Co app of pit 
from refusal V C H—Jan 4 

Attorney-General v The Dvke of Northumberland app of the 
ee of Poor Kindred of testator, Henry Smith MR 
Jan 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
For Judgment. 

Waynes Merthyr Steam Coal, &c, Works, limd, v Morewood 
& Co app of plt from judgt at trial before Mr Justice Lush— 
oe v Dec 8—present Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and 

otton 

The co v The Principal, &c, of Hertford College, Oxford 
app of deft in error from Justices Mellor and Lush (c a v Dec 
1) present Lord Coleridge and Lords Justices Bramwell, 
Baggallay, and Brett) 


For Hearing. 
(Remanets.) 


1877. 
Taylor v Neville app of plt from judgt at trial before Mr 
ustice Manisty—Oct 26 

Lohre v Atchison & anr app of deft from order of Justices 

Mellor and Lush on specivl case (advanced by order)—Nov 2 
(New Appeals.) 

Pocock v The Everley & Pewsey Highway Board & anr app 
‘of pit from judgt a sp jury trial before I.ord Coleridge—Oct 
30 Pocock v The Everley & Pewsey Highway Board & anr 
order nisi for new trial granted returnable before Court of 


Appeal 

Ratherford v Farlane app of plt from judgment at common 
jury trial before Mr Justice Manisty—Oct 31 : 

Mulliner v Florence app of plt from judgt at sp jury before 
Mr Baron Pollock—Nov 3 é 

The Queen v HM Postmaster-General app of deft in error 
from judgt of LC Justice of England & Mr Justice Field— 
record and proceedings on writ of mandamus—-Nov 6 

Price v Bannister app of deft from judgt at trial without a 
jury before Lord Culeridge—Nov 12 5 

White, trustee, &e, v Lewis & Co app of defts from judgt at 
trial without a jury before Mr Baron Huddleston--Nov 26 

Ainley v Dawson (Morton, garnishee) app of plt from Fi 
at trial (jury discharged) before Mr Justice Manisty—Nov 28 

The Queen v The Overseers, &c, and Mayor, &c, of the 
Borough of Walsall app of deft from judgment of Justice 
Mellor & Lush, affirming order of sessions—Nov 29 

Bradlaugh & anr v The Queen app of plts in error from j 
os record and proceedings) of L C J of England and Mr 

ustice Mellor—Dec 6 

Rounsefell v Roberts order nisi granted Dec 5 on motn of plt 
returnable before Court of Appeal i 

Hogarth v Tatham & Co app of plt from judgt at common 
jury trial before Mr Justice Hawkins—BDec 15 

Horne v Rouquett2 app of deft from judgt at trial without @ 
jury Gelere Lad Coleridge—Dec 28 


1878. s 
With, Webster & Cov Evans & Co app of defts from judgt 
at sp jury trial before Mr Justice Field—Jan 1 ; 
Campbell v Rothwell (Liverpool D R) app of plt from judgt 
at common jury trial before Mr Justice Denman—Jan 4 
Meggy, trustee, &c v The Imperial Discount Co limd (sued as, 
&c) app of deft Co from judgt at trial (special jury dis- 
pth before Mr Justice Lush—Jan 5 


FROM THE COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
For Judgment. velal 
Bergheim v The Great Eastern Ry Co app of plt fromj 
‘ae trial before Mr Justice Manisty (c a v Nov 22, 1877—pre- 
sent Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton) 
For Hearing. 
(Remanets.) 
1877. ee 
$0) Mayor, &c, of London v London Joint Stock Bat 
OT batt font Land Coleridge (26 Jan 1876 § 0 till rey 
fact tried) 
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Kanitz v Scarborough & ors of from judgt of 
tices Brett & Grove on Feb 18 ero Feb 18 is 6: till 
security for costs given 
Lord Lonsdale v Caine & anr app of plt from judgt of Justices 
Denman and Lindley on sp c—June 25 
The Union Bank of London v Lenanton app of deft from 
udgt at trial (without jury) before Mr Baron Pollock—June 26 
0) Redrup & ors v King app of deft from judgt at trial be- 
fore M1 Justice Denman (S 0 till security given) —July 20 


(New Appeals.) 

Yetts & anr v Foster app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Lord Justice Brett—Nov 8 

Mortimore v Cragg (ex pte Sheriff of Surrey) app of Sheriff of 
Surrey ag LC Justice of England and Mr. Justice Grove 
Nov 1 

French & Sons v New. & Co app of defts from judgt after 
trial before Mr. Justice Denman—Nov 23 

Emanuel v Beattie app of plt from judgt of H W Verey, Esq, 
Official Referee—Nov 26 

Barwick v Breslauer app of deft from judgt after trial before 
Mr Justice Hawkins—Nov 6 

Sobernheim & anr v Mansfield & Co app of deft from order of 
— Grove and Lindley discharging rule for new trial— 

14 


Salter v Tear app of ” from judgt after trial before Mr 
Justice Grove—Dec 1 

Hardman v The North Eastern Ry Co “pp of defts from judgt 
of Mr. Justice Manisty on demr—Dec 1 

Kurtz v Brown & Co app of deft from new trial rule dis- 
charged hy Justices Grove and Lindley—Dec 18 

Taylor v Tattereall app of defts from new trial, rule discharged 
by oe wee Bony ge sagas 21 ead ar 

Gregory & anr v Ratcliffe & amr app of deft from judgt a 
trial before Mr. Justice Denman “Tino 21 

Smith & ors v Siddeley app of plts from judgt of Justices 
Grove and Lindley on special case—Dec 21 

Cunningham v Dunn & anr app of plt from judgt at trial before 
Lord Coleridge—Dec 21 

Milissich v Lloyds app of plt in —— from new trial, rule 

by Justices Grove and Lindley—Dec 22 

Kibble v Gough app of deft from new trial, rule discharged 
by Justices Grove & Denman—Dec 29 

Yglesias v The Mercantile Bank of the River Plate limd app 
of plt from judgt of Justices Grove & Lindley on special case 
—Dec 21 


1878. 
Brown v Attenborough app of plt from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Mellor—Jan 2 


FROM THE EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 


Norwood v The London and North-Western Ry Co app of defts 
from judgt of LC Baron and Baron Cleasby (ca v June 4, 
1877—present L C J of England, L J Bramwell, and LJ Brett 

For Hearing. 
1877. 
(Remanet.) 

Bradley v Benjamin app of deft from Mr Justice Lush—May 30 

Swainson & ors v North-Eastern Ry Co app of plts from Barons 
Pollock and Huddlestone—June 12 

Baker vy Mayor, &c, of Portsmouth app of plt from Barons 
Pollock and Huddleston—June 19 

Crowther & ors v Du Gillor app of plts from L C Baron and 
Baron Cleasby on new trial rale—June 19 Crowther & ors v 
DuGillor app of plts from L C Baron and Baron Cleasby on 
demr—June 19 

HM Attorney-General vy Lamplough app of deft from order 
dated 18th June, 1877, made on revenue side, discharging rule 
nisi to enter verdict for deft—June 25 : 

Bowring & ors v Tudor & Sons app of defts from judgt at 
trial before Mr Justice Manisty—June 29 

Bagnall & Sons, limd v Brown & ors exors of Sterling, decd. 
app of plts from Barons Pollock and Hawkins—July 10 

Marshall y Le Feuvre app of deft from Barons Cleasby and 
Huddleston—July 10 

Mirabita v Imperial Ottoman Bank 8pp of defts from Barons 
Cleasby and Huddleston on sp c—July 13 

Leyman v Latimer & ors app of defts from Barons Cleasby and 

ellock on new trial rule—July 13 Leyman v Latimor & ors 
app of defts from Barons Cleasby and Pollock on demr—July 13 
unders vy Commercial Assurance Co app of defts from L C 
Baron and Barons Cleasby and Huddleston on sp o—July 23 


New Appeals. 
H M Attorney-General v The Mayor, &c, of Portsmouth 
app of the Attorney-Gen from judgt on sp case of Barons 
easby & Pollock on revenue of Exch Div—Nov 7 
Cliff & anr v Bligh app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Denman—Nov 7 
Bissicks vy The Bath Colliery Co limd (Purchase—Claimant) 





app < plt from L C J of England and Mr Baron Cleashy— 
ov 


Bowyer v South Metropolitan Cemetery Co In re Bowyer ¥ 
Stantial app of plt from Mr Baron Cleasby—Nov 20 

Betts v The Great Eastern Ry Co app from L C Baron & 
Barons Martin & Pollock—Nov 27 

Hall v Whiting app of deft from Mr Justice Field—Nov 28 

Weir y Barnett an Ds deft a Weir — & 
ors (against deft Dynes) app of pit from L C Baron & 
Barons Pollock & Huddleston—Dec Fi 

H M Attorney-General v Geo Moore app of Attorney-General 
from judgt on special case of L C Baron & Barons Cleasby & 
Pollock on revenue side of Exch Div—Dec 12 

Beynon & Co v Godden & Son (H R Evans, 3rd party) app of 

Its and cross app of defts from judgt at trial before Mr 
aron Huddleston—Dec 13 

McDongall & ors v Millwall Dock Co app of plts from L C 
Baron & Barons Cleasby & Pollock on special case—Dec 15 

Coe v Sothern & anr epP of deft from L C Baron & Barons 
Cleasby & Pollock—Dec 17 

Hutchinson v Rogers app of deft from L C Baron & Mr 
Baron Pollock—Dec 21 

Acatos v Burns & anr_ app of plts and cross-app of deft from 
judgt at trial before Mr Baron Huddleston—Dec 28 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Common 
Law Divisions. 

(3 0) Beach, trading, & v Moss & Martin (Exch Div) app of 
deft Moss from L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor 
(S O for security)—Nov 23 

(S O) Beach, trading, &¢ v Gresn & Moss (Exch Div) app of 
deft Moss from L C J of England and Mr Justice Malor 
(S O for security)—Nov 23 

Rooth v Manchester, Sheffield & Lincolnshire By Co (Exch 
Div) app of pit from new trial, rule of L C Baron & Baron 
Pollock—Dec 15 

Bell v Wilkinson (Q B D) app of deft from order of L C J of 
England & Justices Mellor and Lush refusing leave to put in 
statement of defence—Dec 24 

In re Thomas Grundy & James Kershaw, gentn, two, &o 
ex Dy Bestwick & anr (Q B Div) app of Messrs Grundy 
and Kershaw from order of L C J of Eagland and Justices 
Mellor and Lush affirming order of Master Manley Smith— 


Dec 27 

Atwood v Chichester (Q B Div) app of deft from refusal of 
LC J of England and Mr Justice Mellor to set aside judgt in 
default—Dec 27 

Cobbett v Lopes, knt (Q B Div) app of plt in person from 
order of LC J of England & Mr Justice Lush dismissing 
pits application to rescind stay of proceedings—Dec 31 

(Original Motion.) 

Coe v Sothern & anr (Exch Div) app of deft from L C Baron & 
Barons Cleasby & Pollock, application of plt for security for 
costs 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISIO. 


For Hearing. 
(Remnanets.) 
1877. 

Gladstone v Gladstone (Divorce) app of respt from order of 
Full or Divisional Court, dated 20 January, 1877—Feb 16 
(S O by order) 

Harris v Page, otherwise Harris (Divorce) In Camera app of 
pet Peter John Harris from dismissal of the queslden-—Bhey 5 


(abated) 

Ship Cybele, her Cargo & Freight—1876—O—No 519 The 
Owners of the Ben Achie & ors v The Owners of the Cybele, 
her Cargo & Freight app of defts from Sir R J Phillimore 
July 16 (without Nautical Assessors) 


(Probate.) 

Philipps v Philipps Longbourn v Stogden (Philipps interven- 
ing) app of Chas Edwd G Philipps and y Philippa 
Philipps from final judgt of the President Aug 8 

Ship Kepler The Owners of the Mirfield v The Owners of the 
Bepler and Freight app of defts trom Sir R J Phillimore 

without Nautical Assessors) ae 10 

Ship Peckforton Castle—1877—O 225 The Owners of the 
August v The Owners of the Peckforton Castle app of plts 
from Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors) Aug 21 

(New Appeals.) 

HMS pg tag Bertin: Bolckow, Vaughan, & Co, 
limd v G H Parkin, Captain of H M S Triumph ey oY 
from Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors) 


FROM THE LONDON COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


In re Megevand Ex parte Delhasse 

In re Forster Ex parte Forster 

In re Underwood Ex parte Underwood 
In re Johnson Ex parte The Trustee 
In re Plumpton Ex parte Greener 

In re Viscount Maidstone Ex parte Shutte & Co 
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Ex parte Aaronson 
Ex parte Hayman 
Ex parte Wilkinson 
Ex parte Wilkinson 
Ex parte Newton 
in re Wallis Ex parte Dickenson 


N.B.—The above list contains Appeals set down to Saturday, 
January 5th, inclusive. 


(To be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
MIDDLESEX. 
Hitary Srttincs, 1878. 

This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of 
trial has been given; and also all actions in the Chancery 
Division, in which notice has been given of trial before a judge 
and jury, up to and including 12th January, 1878. 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
x 1 Hall (In Person) v Gill (Rickards & W) 
2 Beeton (Milward & W) v Mason (Mead & D) 
West (Meynell & P) v De la Warr (Cope & ee SJ 
Woolf (R & E Bastard) v Harris & Co (A. Pulbrook) 
Phillips (E Lee) v The New Zealend Shipping Co, 
limd (Hollams, Son & C) 
Morrell (A S H Jones) v Statham (T A Tibbits) 
E (G@ L P Eyre & Co) v Moffatt & anr (J G 


atson) SJ 
x 8 Brown (S R Hoyle) v Lawes’ Chemical Manure Co, 
limd (Freshfields & W) SJ 
Ex 9 Ball (Duncan, M W & G) v Moore (Crowdy & Son) 
CP 10 Torres (Tilleard, G & H) v Cordner (Foss & L) 
QB 11 Walker & Smith, limd (Paterson, S & B) v Mackenzie 
(Hollams, Son & C) 5 


QB 12 Neumann (A A Silberberg) v Bogle (Taylor & Son) 
Ex 13 Hickey (Belfrage & M) v Montefiore (Lewis & Lewis) 
QB 14 Creed (A J Murray) v Miilett (Roscoe, H & :™ 

Chy 15 Thomeon (J —_ & Co) v Bennett & ors (H Wright ; 


Ex 
Ex 


J E Carter) S 

16 Kendrick (G J & P Vanderpump) v Scarth (Torr & Co 

17 Government Security Fire Insurance Co (W M Flegg 

v Clucas (Ashurst, M & Co) 

Ex 18 Bright & ors (Harzrove & Co) v The Telegraph Con- 
struction, &e, Co (Bircham & Co) SJ 

Ex 19 Berridge Qe ionenby & Cox) v Roberts (Harris & 

win 
QB 20 Brown Clanton, M & Co) v Elkington & ors 
) 

Ex 21 Ancrum . Durant) v Grover (H H Mason & Son) 

Ex 22 Grover (H H Mason & Son) v Ancram (T Durant) 

QB 23 Whitaker (J Frest) v Breffit (W Maynard) 

QB 24 Munster (Ward, M W & L) v Brock & Olah (Ford, L 
&B;J oroeng 4 

Ex 2 on (Denton, H & B) v Reynolds (Milne, B & M) 

Chy 26 Markwick (H Wickens) v The Credit Foncier of Eng- 
land, lima (F Heritsge) SJ 

QB 27 Dalglish (E M Chubb) v Ivey (F Certer 

Q B 2 Baxendale (Gedge, K & M) v Bennett (G Reader) 

29 Meee) A ors (J V Musgrave) v Arnold (Morris, S 

wo goede & Son) v The Metropolitan & B8t 

John’s Wood Ry Co (Burchells) 

1 Wilson (H H Poole) v Perman (Nash & F) SJ 

2 — (Lewis & Sons) v Fracis (Johnsop, W B & A) 


2 Wilkinson & anr (F C Mathews) v Billups & aur 
(Cunliffe & Co) SJ 

Pearse (W R Haward) v Smith (Milne, R & M) 

ws yaaa LB & B) v Brown & ors (Janson, C 


% Uyton (R H Wilkins) v Heaven (J H Jonas) 8J 
37 Saunders a & W) v Clement td Butcher) 
bs) 2 peene (H C Barker) v Chenball (Buchanan & R) 


EB 2 The British ite Co, limd (J & R Gole) v 
Brockelbank & Co (Kisch & 2 
; 7 i & (W H Koberts) v Scott, Bart 
i Seed Sop aes ene, 
v Fitzwilliam Lewis & 
sities (Perks ara 8J mx = 
arkers) ¥ organ (EZ. Kimber 
meee E Froggatt) v Keeves (Tidy, H & T) 
| pot sade (FP T Duvols) v Bischoyp (G. Clarke) 
% & South-Western Bank, \imd (Duignan & 8) 
v Hibbert (H BR Jones) 
Ex 47 Ldwerds (Miller, Smith & B) vy Whitehouse (J Mote) 
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Ex 48 Bannister (Same) v Same (Same) 

Ex 49 8 ors (Stone, Morris & 8) v Doubleday (Roy & 
Ex 60 Dapuy (H H Wells) v North Metropolitan Tram 

Co (Ht Fadioesy 83 ” bs 


y, 
QB 51 Moore (Tilley & ) v Hall (H E Brown) SJ 
Ex 52 Campbell ¢ Andrew) v The Agra Bank, limd (As. 
huret, M & Co) SJ 
QB 63 — (West, King, Adams & Co) v Hedges (C y 
ie 


Ex 64 Kelly (A Haynes & Son) v The Great Eastern Ry 
Co (S Corfe) SJ 
Ex 55 Kershaw rm v Forrest & Son (Nash & Field) SF 
CP 56 Davis (N J Benjamin) v Charing Cross Pub Co, limd 
(Farmer & Robins) 
(Young & Thompson) v Rogers (T J Pullen) §J 
Boulton & ae oe Peck (G F Parker & Co) §J 
Ex 659 Peck (GF Parker & Co) v Warr (Boulton & Sons) sy 
Q B 60 Howard (Linklater & Co) v Cook & Son (Shaen, 
Roscoe & y SJ 
QB 61 Culff (Scard po v North Metropolitan Tramway 
Co, limd (H C Godfray) SJ 
CP 62 Griffiths Ng G Geoghegan) v London & St. Katharine 
Docks Co (Humphreys & Son) SJ 
CP 63 White (F — v Dennison & ors (H W & E W 


ves 
CP 64 Calvert ( wong Dennison & anr (Same) SJ 
QB 65 Northampton Water Works Co (R Metcalfe) v Easton 
& ors iy H Devonshire ; E Byrne) SJ 
CP 66 Popes ¢ S Herbert) v Jennison (J A& H E Fam- 
e 


Ex 67 Harrioon (Paterson, S & B) v Barron (Sole, T & K) 8J 
Ex 68 North Central Wagon Co (‘f Cree) v Lloyd (Eyre & Co} 


SJ 
Q B 69 Todd (J W Heritage) v Mappin (G S & H Brandon) 
C P 70 Wood (Watson, Son, & R) v The Mersey Railway Co 
(Chester & Co) SJ 
QB 71 Tomkins (W Rutter) v Blake (A J Baylis) SJ 
Ex 72 Bishop & anr (A D Smith) v Bluck (Pownall & Co) 
Ex 73 yd (Faithful & O) v Easterbrook & Co (J Edell) 


CP 74 Wilbraham (Chapman, T & B) v The Maritime 
Passengers and Marriners’ Insurance Co, limd (Har- 
risons & — 

5 Stevenson (R ween} v Wyman (Morgan & G) SJ 

6 King (J W Heritage) v Davies (Ingledew, Ince & G 

7 ere Railway Co (Burchells) v Vines (W 

right 

8 Williamson (J Mote) v Thompson (Lowless & Co) 

9 Dohoo (N C Wright) v Bosworth (Nash & F) 

bed (C B Claydon) v A Robson ([homson, L & C} 


J 
Same (Same) v J W Robson (Same) SJ 
Coates ator & H) v Leah (Walter, Moojen & Son) 
Clarke (C M he) v Grieve G anson, Cobb & P) 
Mayor, &c, of London (T J Nelson) v Low & anr (WS 
ardener; M Hawkins) SJ 
Gower (J P May) v Malpas (Rhodes & Son) 
Tolme (J B Baeten) v Whitby, Redcar & Middles- 
boruugh Union Ry Co (Tilleard and Cv) 
—_ & ors (Walker, M & Co) v Harrison (G Arnold) 


Same (Same) v Same (Same) SJ 
8 ae. a (C Harcourt) v Bowater & ors (Parkin & P) 
90 Garthwaite wy R Thomas) v Ogle (Lewis & Lewis) 
91 Turner (E M Chubb) v London & St Katharine Docks 


Co (W_M Hacon) SJ 
Ex 92 — 


rs cote ot ott 
SJed0 SIs7-) 


©2 ©8 © BQ OL00 OQ COO 


wd we ow 


h (E W Owles) v Gen Steam Navigation Co 
Cent 
Ex 93 Chaat Gone v London Tram Co, limd (H C God- 
a 


r 
Ex 94 Steneanen (J J Herlow) v Taylor (C M Roche) 
CYP 95 Neele & anr (W T Elliott) v Turner & Wife (J H 


Hope) 
Ex 96 Cox Bod & L) v Le Prince (G & H Webb 
CP 97 Smithers (J Croft) v Chapman (Hicklin & 8J 
QB 98 Maffey (T Edwards) v Taylor (W T Elliott 
Ex 99 Stone & anr (J peru) France (WAW loughty) 
QB 100 Lamy (Lewis & Lewis) » Maggs (Simpson & C) SJ5 
Ex 101 Tozer (A J Thomas) v Bolden (J Brunskill) 
Ex 102 Ward & ore (C Horsley) v Austin (Patey & W) 
Ex 103 Williams (Bolton, R & B) v Greene (R W Stac i) 
Ex 104 on & anr (RK B Barrett) v Winters (Li 


CP 105 Edge & ane (Loughborough & Co) v Mutual Loun 


‘aod Associa Beard & Son 
CP 106 Bourn (E Farman) v Hockaday (Vizard & Co 
QB 107 De Vignole (G 8 & H Brandon) v Tait (Wild, B & 


QB 108 Me Nulty (In Person) v Bonham & Son (J Edell) 
(To be continued.) 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Cours oF aa THE V.C, Mains. 


Date. APPEAL. 
Jan, 21Mr. Koe Mr. Leach Mr. Holdship 
onl Latham Teesdale 


Tuesday ...0++ 22 Clowes 

Wednesday.... 23 Koe Leac Holdship 

Thursday .... 24 Clowes Latham Teesdale 

Friday ...... 25 Kee Leach Holdship 

Saturday .... 26 Clowes Latham Teesdale 
V. C. Bacon. 


V. C. Hart. ie 
Monday, Jan. 21Mr.Milne Mr, Pemberton Mr, King 

Tuesday eevee 22 F 
Wednesda 


Merivale Ward 
iy eee Milne 


Pemberton 
Thursday .... 24 Merivale Ward 
Friday... Milne Pemberton 
Saturday .... 26 Merivale Ward 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Apmiratty Division. 


The Admiralty Division will sit as follows during the 
Hilary sittings :—The court will sit at Westminster at 
11 a.m. on every week-day, except Saturday, and at 
10 a.m. on every Saturday, from Friday, January 11, until 
Wednesday, April17, inclusive. Summonses in chambers 
and motions in court will be taken at Westminster the 
first thing every Tuesday during that period. All papers 
for motions and for summonses to be heard before the 
jndge must be left in the Admiralty Registry, Somerset 
House, on the Thursday preceding. Summonses before 
the registrar will be heard at Westminster at half-past 
10a.m.on every Tuesday, and at the Admiralty Registry, 
Somerset House, at half-past 10 a.m. on every Friday 
during that pericd. 


WINTER ASSI1ZES. 


Winter Assize County No. 1—Friday, Janvary 11, at 
Manchester. 

West Derby Division of Lancashire.—Tuesday, January 
22, at Liverpool. 

Winter Assize County No. 2.—Friday, January 11, at 


8. 
Durham.—Saturday, January 19, at Durham. 
Northumberland and Newcastle-upon-Tyne.—Thursday, 

January 24, at Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Winter Assize County No. 3, and City of Lincoln.—Tues- 
day, January 22, at Lincoln. 
Winter Assize County No 4.—Thursday, January 17, at 


y. 

Winter Assize County No. 5.—Saturday, January 26, at 
Warwick. 

Winter Assize County No. 6.—Friday, January 11, at the 
Shore-hall, Chesterton, in the county of Cambridge. 

Winter As-ize County No. 7, and City of Worcester.— 
Tuesday, January 14, at Worcester. 

Winter Assize County No. 8.—Wednesday, January 23, at 
Stafford. 

Winter Assize County No. 9,—Saturday, January 13, at 
the Castle of Winchester. 

Winter Assize County No. 10, and City of Exeter.— 
Friday, January 11, at Exeter. 

Winter Aesize County No, 11.—Tuesday, January 13, at 
Chester. 

Winter Assizo County No, 12.—Friday, Janvary 11, at 
Swansea. 

Civil causes will be tried both at Manchester and Liver- 
pool, but not elsewhere. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Jan, 1), 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


Cont, Consols, 959 x d Annuitiaa, April, °a5, % 
for Account, Feb. 1,95) | Do, (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 por Cont. Rednoed, 95} 
por Cont., 95§ Ditt», £500, Do, 7 pm. 
Ditto, 100 & alc, 7 pm, 
Bank of ogee Stook.—7 p.m. 
Ob, (last half-year), 255 


6 r Cont, Jan, ai | 
60 Ditte for Acoount, 


Annuitios, Jan, 


Ex Bille, 81000, 24 per Ot. 7 pm. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent.,July, 80,1034; Enf.Pr. 5 perCnt., May, 89 
Dittofor Account,— | Dibio Deventures, « per Cent, 


Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88, 1024 ay 4 
Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 81 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’73 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 


Bristol and Exeter os 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ..... a seeeseccsseenes 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scessscossseessees! 
Great Northern i 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original. 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshi 

London, Brighton, and South Coast ........000 } 
London, Chatham, and Dover,,......0..sss00+ —_ 
London and North-Weste / 





,| Closing Price. 












































Metropolitan 1 
Do., District 
Midland 1 
North British at 
tock|North Eastern 148 
North London 145 
tock|North Staffordshire .........0 povececreesencececcest 61 
|South Devon 100 66 
Stock'South-Eastern 129 
® A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


























BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Bgeti—Jan. 6, at Kenley, Surrey, the wife of Charles Bell, 
solicitor, prematurely, of a son. , 

Cripce—Jan. 4, at 17, Balfour-road, Highbury New-park, the 
wife of Thomas Matthews Cridge, solicitor, of a son. 

MaTTHEWs—Jan. 5, at 161, Golborne-road, Notting-hill, W., 
the wife of Charles 'M. Matthews, of Eastbourne, solicitor, 
of a daughter. 

Nispet—Jan. 8, at St. Mary’s Lodge, Kilburn, the wife of 
Harry Curtis Nisbet, of a son. 

PuHILBRIcK—Jan. 3, at 28, Avenue-road, ?s-park, the 
wife of Frederick A. Philbrick, Q.C., of a daughter. 

WALKER—Jan. 5, at 1, St. Ann’s Villas, Notting-hill, the wife 
of W. Gregory Walker, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of 


& son. 
DEATHS. 

ArmiTaGe— Jon. 7, at 145, Manor-street, Clapham, Mr. J 
Armitage, for upwards of 40 years in the service of 
Honourable Society of the Inner Temple, 

Harris—Jean. 4, at Ryde, I.W., George las Harris, 
Major in the Reserve Forces, and barrister-at-law. 

TowGcoop—Jan. 6, at the Bank, Highgate, John Towgood, 
barrister-at-law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farpay, Jan, 4, 1877. 
James, Edward Waliwyn, Charles John Curtis, and Walter Boucher 
James, Ely place, Holborn, solicitors. Doe $l ‘ 
ine John Alan, and William Best, Liocola’s ina fisids, soliciters. Dac 
3 


Smith, William Robinson. David Rees Lewis, and Juha James Jones, 
Swansea and Merthyr Tydfil, solicitors. Dee $1 s 
Tindale, Johu Richard, and John Grove, Queen st, Cheapside, solici- 


tors. Dec 31 
Tvsspay, Jan. 8, 1877. 
Dobree, George, and Henry Sibley, Lincola’s inn 41d, soliciters. Deo 
26 


Margerison, Wiliam, and Frederick Douglas Hutton, Market at, 
Bradford, and Brook st, Nkiey, solicitors, Jaa 3 

Murray, Jamos, and Henry Wrigley, Oldham, solieiters. Dee 
3 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Farpay, Jan, 4, 1877. 
Linrreo ur Caancery, 
Maritime P. y and Marivers’ Iosucance Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jae 1, directed to de heard 
VG. Malian on Jan 18, Ashwin, Gariea ct, Temple, solicitor for the 
titloner 
Regent United Service Stores, Limi:ed.—Petition for winging ap, pre- 
aented Deo 97, directed to bo heard before V.C, Malina, on Jaa 18, 
Rooks and Co, King st, Oheapside, solicitors for the 
Rheidol Lead Mint Company, Limited. Petition winding ur, 
resented Jan 1, direoted to be heard before the MLR, on Jan 1, 
‘arper and Co, Rood lare, solicitors ter the pehoner 
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Tvuespay, Jan. 8, 1878. 
Lrurrep In CHANCERY. 


Daventry and Northamptonshire Brewery Company, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented Jan 1, directed to be heard before 
V.C. Bacon, on Jan 19. Neal, Lime st, agent for Free, Birmingham, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Margate Acquarium Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Thurs- 
day, Jan 17, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and for the appoint- 
ment of an official liquidator 

Morolithic Fireproof and Sanitary Construction Works, Limited.— 
Petition for winding 7 pene Jan 4, directed to be heard before 
= M.RB. on Jan 19, mands, Bedford row, solicitor for the peti- 

joner 

Stephenson Boiler Making and Forge Company, Limited.—The 
Deputy-Registrar has fixed Tuesday, Jan 15, at 11, at Cross st 
chambers, Cross st, Manchester, as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator mae 

Van Consols Lead and Barytes Mining Company, Limited.—The M.R. 
has fixed Friday, Jan 18, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and 
place for the appointment of an official liquidator 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpay, Jan. 4, 1877. 
Amicable Friendly Society, St. Bride’s Major, Glamorgap, Dee 28 


Turspay, Jan. 8, 1878. 
Rugeley Junior Friendly Society, Star Ins, Rugeley, Stafford. Jan 4 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Friway, Dec. 21, 1877. 
Adcock, Alexander Poland, Clyde st, Brompton, Gent. Feb 1. Adcock 
v Wright, V.C. Hall. Hodgson, Salisbury st, Strand 
Barge, Edith Isabel, Heathfield terrace, Turnham Green. Feb 1, 
ilson v Evans, V.C. Hall. Cattell, Great James st 
Basham, Wiliiam Richard, Chester st, Belgrave sq, Doctor of Medicine, 
Jan 26. Basham v Basham, V.C. Malins. Morgan, Essex st, Strand 
Bridge, George, Sevenoaks, Kent,Gent. Feb 1. Forster v Pa'mer, 
V.C. Hall. Kingsford, Essex st, Strand 
Burrowes, Robert Edward, C'evedon, Somerset, a Retired!Colonei B.M’s 
ean. Jan 19. Burrowes v Burrowes, V.C. Malins. O’Donoghue, 
0! 
Hampson, Titus, Wednesbury, Stafford, Gas Tube Manufacturer. Jan, 
15. Hampson v Hampson. M.R. Duignan, Walsall 
Harris, John, Bridstow, Hereford, Esq. Jan2l. Cheese vy Hardwick, 
V.C. Malins, Meredith, jun, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Hives, Charles, Hyde park gardens,Esq. Jan 10. Coney v Hives, 
V.C. Malins. Darley, John st, Bedford row 
Pratt, Joseph, Narborough, Leicester. Jan 20. Pratt v Pratt, V,C. 
Malins. Bouskell, Leicester 
Shaw, William, Bury, Lancashire, Coach Builder. Jan 15. Shaw v 
Shaw, V.C. Mzlins. Woodcock, Bury 
Tczepar, Dec. 25, 1877. 
Bailey, Sarah Jane, Portsmouth, Hotel keeper. Jan 30, Wendover 
v Woolven, V.C. Hall. Jerwood, I incolo’s inn 
Bradford, Phoebe Elizabeth, Loughborough, Leicester. Jan31. Carru- 
thers v Rowland, V.C. Malins. Bartlett, Loughborough 
Davies, Shadrach, Swansea, Boiler Maker. Jan15. Leyson v Davies, 
V.C. Bacon. Lesson, Neath 
Elliot, Jare, Yarm, York. Feb 8, Jordison v Strickland, V.C. Hall. 
Faweet, Stockton-on-Tees 
Farr, Henry, Cookhil), Worcester, Farmer. Feb1. Hearne v Mister, 
V.C. Hail. Jones, Alcester 
Gleed, Margaret, Donington, Lincoln. Jan 29, Beasley v Gleed, 
V.C. Hall. Wiles and Co, Doningt:n 
Gle-d, Richard, Donington, Lineoln, Esq. Jan 29. Grenside v Gleed, 
V.C. Hall. Wiles and Co, Donington 
Griffith, Thomas Aubery, Stretton villas, Sonth Hackney. Jan 31. 
Davidson v Griffith, V.C. Bacon. Morgen, Coleman st 
Harcy, John Henry, Southal!, Middlesex, Merchant. 
Gifford vy Hardy, V.C. Malins. Cole, Essex st, Strand 
Ingham, Timothy, Aubyns road, Jersey, Gent. Jan 21. Turquandy 
yerz, V.C. Malins. Hawksford, King st, Cheapside 
Kennett, George Pazton, Angell rd, Brixton, Esq. Jan30. Kennett 
v Crowder, V.C. Hall. Crowder, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pharaoh, Peter, Arthur st, Peckham, Gent, Jai122, Ray v Pharaoh, 
MLR. Jones, Strand 
Roberts, John, Cleckheaton, York, Yeoman. Jan 22. Roberts vClay, 
MLR. Carry, Cleckheaton 
Rowley, George Joseph, Stechford, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
Jan Zi. Daley Rowley, V.0. Hall, Mason, Birmingham 
Start, John, Gissing, Norfolk,Gent. Jan 30. Machin vy Gill, V.C. 
Hall. C an, Norwich 
Thackeray, Henry, Shefficid, Engineer. Feb 20. Thackeray y Hill, 
Distriet istrar. Moore, Shefficid 
Thomson, Frederick Hale, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smackowner, Jan 30, 
Hallett vy Hammond, M.B. Palmer, Great Yarmouth 
Tinsley, Ther philus, Worcester, lronmonger. Jan 18, Tinsley v Tinsiey, 
M.R, Smith, Dudley 
Warner, Mary, Finedon, Northampton. Jan 24, Tite y Wright, 
ULR. Sharmas, Wellingborough 
Weekes, William, Southses, Hants, Licensed Victualler, Feb1. Free- 
man v Weekes, V.C. Malins, WHellard, Portsmouth 
Wyant, Elizabeth, Mersham, Kent. Jan24. Farrin vy Dizon, M.R, 
Poriey, Ashford 


Jan 25, 


Furpar, Dec. 26, 1478. 
Boxer, John, Penge, Surrey, Gent, Feb’. Woore vy Boxer, V.C, Hall, 
P , Great Winch st 
Bridges, Julia Mary, Cowley St John, Oxford. Jan31. Molesworth 
v » V.C, Malins. James, Ely place 
bli ag Charles, Bridlington, York, Gent. April 2, Rogers y Cowham, 





Toxevay, Jan 1, 1878, 
Arpp, Maris, Retilesten, Suffolk, Marchi, Nunn v 8ad4, V.O. Hall 
Brooks L4werd, Detroit, Mayne, United States of America, March 25, 
Laces, Joseph, Oshhesd, Berit 
uens, Jowph, e ertford, aq. Jan 3i. Lucas v Pollard 
ML. Hawkins and Lindsell, Hitchin ; 





Bankrupts. 
Farnay, Jan. ¢ , 1878. 
enna eee een 
ar of debts to the 
apne To Surrender in London. Registrar, 
Clench, Frederick Charles, and Thomas Charles Swift, Grove 
Hammersmith, Ale Merchants. Pet Jan 1, Spring-Rice, Jan 16 


at2 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brougham, Wilfrid, Brougham, Westmoreland. Pet Janl. Halton, 
Carlisle , Jan 17 at 11 3 
Buswell, Charles, Lutterworth, Leicester, out of business. Pet Jan 9, 
Ingram. Leicester, Jan 15 at 12 ; 
Cock, David, Roche, Cornwall, Miller. Pet Jan 2. Chilcott. Truro, 
Jan 19 at 
Harrison, Alfred, Oldham, Ergineer. Pet Jan 1. Tweedale, Qjg. 
ham, Jan 25 at 11 
tay, py panel, Woollen Merchant. Pet Jan 2. Harley; 
Bristol, Jan 23 at 
Lloyd, James Whitehead, New Cross, Kent, Hop Factora’ Salesman, 
Pet Dec 27. Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, Jan 22 at2 
Torspay, Jan. 8, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
' Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Dix, George Weatherstone, Guildford rd, South Lambeth, Commercia} 
Traveller. Pet Jan 4. “Spring-Rice. Jan 22 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bricknell, John, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer. Pet Jan 5, 
le. Birmingham, Jan 22 at 2 . 
Fonlds, Joseph, Halifax, Tailor. Pet Jan 3. Rankin. Halifax, Jan 
21 at ll 


Nowe'l, Peter, Nappa, York, and James Nowell, Barrowford, 
ay Cattle Salesman, Pet Jan 3. Hartley. Burnley, Jan 
at 12 
Pumfrey, John Hillma, Birmingham, Manufacturing Jeweller. Pet 
Jan 3, Cole. Birmingham, Jan 22 at 3 
Weston, John, Bury, Lancashire, out of business. PetJan 3. Holden. 
Bolton, Jan 21 at 11 
‘Wood, George Frederick, Aston Rowant, Oxford, Farmer. Pet Jan 2, 
Wat:on. Aylesbury, Jan 16 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Jan, 4, (878. 
Bruckner, Augustus, Hatcham rd, Old Kent rd, Band Sawyer. Dec 12 
Holyman, Ebenezer, and Alfred Hewett, Aldermanbury postern, 
Wholesale Umbrella Manufacturers. Jan | 
Tuespay, Jan. 8, 1877. 
Hird, Charles Frederick, Delancey st, Camden town, Solicitor. Jan7 
Tweedale, John, Kochdale, Joiner. Dec 27 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farway, Jan. 4, 1878, 

Adams, Joseph, Yeovil, Somerset, Plumber. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of 
Wood, Basinghall st. Rollen 

Bagnall, Samuel, Croydon, Surrey, Plumber. Jan 14 at 11 at Rose 

ttage, St. John’s grove, Croydon. Dennis ' 

Beesley, James Edward, Bournemouth, Hants, China Warehouseman. 

Jan 15 at 2 at the Crown and Anchor Hotel, Longton. Aldridge and 
jharpe, Bournemouth 

Beresford, John, and Richard William Slanghter, Manchester, Printers, 
= 23 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Man- 
chester 

Bratton, Richard, Long Compton, Stafford, Shopkeeper. Jan 28 at Lt 
at offices of Greatrex, Bank chambers, Stafiord 

Bridgwood, Wi'liam Dawson, Aston, Warwick, Cab Proprietor. Jaa 
22 at 12 at offices of Wilson, Bennett’s bill, Birmingham. dell, 
Birmingham 

Brough, Thomas, Liverpool, Chair Maker. Jan 17 at 8 at offices of 
Carmichael, Lord et, Liverpvuol. Nordon and Mason, Live: 1 

Bruce, William, Stanway, Essex, Farmer. Jan 24 at 3 at Townhall 
chambers, Colchester 

Butler, Harry, Whitchurch, Southampton, Butcher, Jan 18 at 12 at 
the Star Hotel, Andover. Clarke 

Chambers, Charles, and Thomas Theodore Chambers, Leicester, Boot 
Manufacturers. Jan 14 at 3 at offices of Haxby, Belvcir st, Leicester 

Chute, Frederick, Birkenhead, Chester, Poultry Dealer, Jan 18 at 2 
at offices of Stephens and Danger, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Clarkson, Henry, Wesham, Lancashire, Draper. Jan 18 at 2 at offices 
of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 

Clayden, Frederick William, Bassingbourne Hall, Essex, Farmer. 
Jan 17 at 11 at the Chequers Inn, Bishops Stortford, Gee, Bishops 


Stortford 

Clayton, George, King’s Head court, Barbican, Bookbinder, Jan 21 
at 3atthe Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st, Piesse and Som, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Clegg, John, Staincliffe, York, Bianket Manufacturer. Jan 16 at 3 at 
offices of Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbary 

Cole, George Stevens, Seaside, Carmarthen, Grocer, Jan 18 atl at 

es of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 

Collins, William, and Charles Mason Stedman, Ebury st, Pimlico, 
Wine Merchants, Jan 22 at 2at offices uf Saffery and Co, Old Jewry 
chambers, Dunn and Palmer, London wall 

Cooke, George, Sandbach, Cheshire, Buildor. Jan 17 at 11 at the 
Ade'phi Hotel, Orewe. Pointon, Orewe 

Cosens, Alfred sunny Bank, Somerset, Builder. Jan 25 at 12 at offices 
of Reeves, ay st, Taunton 

Creed, William, beltenham, Grocer. Jan 16 at 8 at offices of Stroud, 
Clarence parade, Cheltenham 

Critchley, Margaret, Preston, Drysalter, Jan 17 at 11 at the Shelley 
Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Banks, Preston ; 

Curtis, Henry George, Chatham, Bootmaker. Jan 26 at 11 at offices 
of Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster placo, Strand, Bassett, 

hester 

Dando, George, and John Williams, Kingswinford, Stafford, Charter+ 
masters, Jan 17 at 11 at offices of Stokes, any | 

Davies, Evan, Hay, Brecon, Innkeeper. Jan 17 at il at offices of Pag® 
Chancery lane, Hay 
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ip, Wolverhampton, Clothier. Jan 12 at 10.15 at offices of 
Davies, Phil Py son ey Birmin 


East, Eldon chambers, Oh 
Deere, John, Queen’s terrace, town, CoalAgent. Jan 21 at 12 
at offices of Allingham, Old Broad st 
Dickinson, James Sturrock, Bradford, Confectioner, Jan 16 at 4 at 
offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Dowell, James Hurst, Burton-on-Trent, Provision Dealer. Jan 21 at 
1i at the Midland Hotel, Burton-on-Trent, Wilson, Burton-on- 
7 
cen David, Heolfach, Glamorgan, Grocer, Jan 11 at 12 at offices 
of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
George, Formby, Lancashire, Builder. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Walton and Smith, Lord st, South 
, Matthew, High Holborn, Linen Draper. Jan 22 at 12 at 
offices of Spain and Co, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. Capel, 
Woburn place 
Fifoot, Thomas, John st, Bedford row, out of business. Jan 17 at 12 at 
offices of Carter and Bell, yom F 
Freeman, Eliza Clive, Amhurst rd, kney, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
Jan 24 at 3 at offices of Fenton, Worship st 
Freeman, William, Great Grimsby, Furniture Dealer. Jan 18 at 11 at 
offices of Grange and -Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, Great 


Grimsby 

Fursland, John, Swansea, Fruiterer. Jan 14 at 3 at offices of Wood- 
ward, Wind st, Swansea 

Gore, William, Bristol, out of business. Jan 14 at 1 at offices of 
Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Griffin, Edward, Powick, Worcester, Boarding house Keeper. Jan 12 
at 12 at the Hen and Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Essery, 
Guildhol!, Bristol 

Hancock, Henry Richard, Cloudshili, Gloucester, Mason. Jan 12 at 
at offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Harley, Samuel Boyce, Pendleton, Lancashire, Tea Merchant. Jan 17 
at 3 at offices of Gaunt, Lower King st, Manchester 

Harrison, Alfred, Oldham, Engineer. Jan 21 at 3 at offices of Jones 
and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester. Bateson, Harrogate 

Helm, Henry, Huddersfield, Timber Merchant. Jan 17 at 3 at offices 
of Welsh, Victoria chambers, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Hemsworth, Albert George, Toxteth park, Liverpool, Provision 
Dealer. Jan 17 at 12 at offices of Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 

Hubner, Johann, Landseer rd, Opper Holloway, Baker. Jan 16 at 12 
at offices of Anning, Cheapside 

Hill, Edward, Epworth, Lincoln, Music Seller. Jan 14 at 12 at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Epworth. Taylor 

Follands, Robert, Crowborougb, Sussex, Miller. Jan 15 at 3,30 at 
the Bear Inn, Lewes. Goodman, Brighton 

Holt, James, Fast View, Tong Moor, nr Bolton, out of business. Jan 
_ 3atthe George and Dragon Hotel, Oxford st. Binthff, Man- 


ter 

Horwitch, Hyam, Kingston-upon-Hull, Pawnbroker. Jan 18 at 11 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Spurr and Son 

Howe, William, and John Howe, Coatham, York, I gers. Jan 
= 4 — at the Waterlco Hotel, Market place, Darlington. Wooler, 

arlington 

Hunstone, George, Cheetham, Manchester, Surgeon. Jan 15 at4 at 
offices of Whitt, King st, Manchester 

Ingram, Jane, Ludlow, Salop, Innkeeper. Jan 18 at 12 at offices of 
Bowls, Mill st, Ludlow 

tohnson, Mary Ann Day, Great Yarmouth. Jan 2! at 12.30 at offices 
of Dowsett, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yarmouth 

dunes, William, Mardo!, Shrewsbury, Draper. Jan 15 at 11 at offices of 
of Clarke, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Kelsall, Herbert, Burslem, Stafford, Potters’ Printer. at 11 
at offices of Tomkinson and Farnival 

imp, Vyvyan Percy, Dover, Licensed Victualler. Jan 17 at 2 at 
offices of Carder, Market sq, Dover 

Kennedy, William, Manchester, Greengrocer. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 
Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Kirk, Henry, Leeds, Butcher. Jan 17 at 2 at offices of Harle, Bank st, 


s 

Kinch, Peter, Brewer st, Gclden eq, Licensed Victualler. Jan !2at 12 
at offices of George, North buildings, Eldon st, Finsbury, Knight, 
Corporation buildings, Guildhall 

lane, Frederick, Doncaster, Stone Waller. Jan 22 at 12 at offices of 
Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottinghem 

laverack, John A tred, Leeds, Pork Butcher. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 

and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

lee, Benjamin, Liverpool, Shoe Factor. Jan 22 at 3 at offices of Bart- 
lett, Dale st, Liverpool 

lavene, Lewis, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Clothier. Jan 14 at Sat offices of 
Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

leoffler, Jaccb Fre@erick, Croydon, Nurseryman, Jan 15 at 3 at offices 
ot Streeter, High st, Croydon 

ween, John, Liverpool, Grocer. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Jones 

and Pride, North John st, Liverpeol 

Mann, Thomas West, Weaste, Lancashire, Game Deakr, Jan 16 at 
2.30 at offices of March and Butterworth, Bank st, Manchester 

Bes Reward Matthew, Windhill, York, rator. Jan 2i at3 at 
the Bradford Arms Hotel, Otley rd Shipley, Richardson and Morris, 





Jan 15 


Shipley 
Cigeer » Frederick Aldous, Colchester, Perfumer, Jan 18 at 1 at 


} of Speechly and Oo, New inn, Strand. Prior, Colchester 
Meanwell, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer, Jan 14 at 12 at offices 
of Watson and Sor, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
k, Isaac, Newton, Cheshire, Grocer, Jan 16 at 3 at offices o; 
and Son, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 
ull, James, Smallwood, Cheshire, Shopkeeper. Jan 17 at li at 
Offices of Cooper, West st, Congleton 
lt, Anthony, Lime st chara » Commission Merchant. Jan 23 
2 at offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 
r, Henry, yoy ay Islington, Jeweller, Jan 24 at 3 at offices 
of Lewis and Lewis, Ely p'ace, Holborn 
George William, Bristol, out of business, Jan 12 at 11 at offices 
of Meores, Nicholas et, Bristol 
North, James Cousor, Huddersfield, Draper, Jan 17 at 8 at oMces of 
ore and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Nurse, Robert, Lessingham Norfolk, Harness Maker, Jan 16 at 3 at 
offices of Stanley, Bank Plain, Norwich 





Onion, Edward Pric3, Droitwich, Worcester, Baker. Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices of Pitt, The Avenue Cross, Worcester 

Parkinson, Ben, uis rd, Camden Town, Costume Manufacturer. 
Jan 25 at 8 at offices of Morris, Paternoster row 

Paull, Thomas, and Richard Paall, Penygraig, Glamorzan, Grocers, 
Jan 22 at 1 ab offces of Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol. Morgan, 

‘onty pri 

Petch, Robert, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Milliner, Jan 16 at 11 at 
offices of Wicks and Burn, Cockermouth 

Poole, James, Bradford, Confectioner, Jan 21 at 2.30 at offices of 
Rennolls, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Preece, Robert, Worcester, Baker. Jan 17 at 12 at offices of Pitt, The 
Avenue » Worcester 

Reedaway, Joseph, Cardiff, India Rubber Merchant. Jan 15 at 3.30 
at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Gloucester, Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Rogers, William Henry, Tenby, Innkeeper. Jan 22 at 10.30 at offices 
of Thomas, Crackwe!l st, Teaby 

Rowland, Charles, Angleside, Sussex, Stone Merchant. Jan 17 at 3.30 
at the King’s Head Hotel, Horsham. Lamb, Brighion 

Sangster, Richard, Mansion House chambers, Queen Victeria st, 
Architect. Jan 25 at 2 at offices of Loughborough and Knight, 
Austinfriars 

Sergel, Charles John Simon, and Charles Henry Victor Sergel, 
Leadenhall st, Commission Merchants. Jan 15 at 12 at offices of 
Crump snd Son, Philpot lane 

Shillam, William, Upper Easton, Gloucester, Commission Agent. Jan 
14 at 2 at oftices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Siddon, William, Normanby-by-Spital, Lincoln, Plumbar. Jan 9 at 10 
at offices of Page, jun, Fiaxengate, Lincoln 

Smedley, Joseph, Bolton, Painter. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of Finney, 
Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Smith, Thomas Edward, Enfie'd rd, Istington. Jan 19 at 2 at the 
Guildhal: Tavern, Gresham st. Curtis, Old Jewry chambers 

Smurthwaite, Thomas Henry, Shiney row, Durham, Grocer. Jan 18 at 
12 at offices of Wat:on and Smith, Saddler st, Durham 

Stanton, Thomas, Darlington, Grocer. Jan 11 at 11 at offices of Barron, 


High row, Darlington 

Steager, James, Clifton wood, Bristol, Builder. Jan 16 at 11 at offices 
of Roberts, Clare st, Bristol 

Sollivan, John, Manchester, Cart Sheet Maker. Jan 18 at 3 at offices 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Thomas, John, Pentre Ystrad, Glamorgan, Tailor, Jan 16 at 2 at 
offices of Howard, Mill st, Pontypridd 

Thomas, Richard, Merthyr Tydfil, Bookbinder. Jan 16 at 11 at offices 
of Price, Thomas st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Tredinnick, John, Camborne, Cornwall, Grocer. Jan’i7 at 11 at the 
Buller’s Arms Hotel, Redruth. Ho'loway, Redruth 

Trenbath, Robert Wright, Manchester, Merchant. Jan 22 at 3 atoffices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Wade, David, Leeds, Builder. Jan 18 at 2 at offices of Markland and 
Davy, Albion st, Leeds 

Warton, Joseph, Blackhill, Durham, Grocer. Jan 18 at 12 at offices of 
Mather aud Co, Bank chambers, Mosley st, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Warry, James Joseph, and William Taylor, Liverpool, Petroleum 
Brokers. Jan 21 at 3 at offices of Masters and Fietehers, North Joha 
st, Liverpool 

Witkinson, Thomas, Manchester, Provis‘on Dealer. Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Wilson, William, York, Provision Merchant. Jan 16 at 11 at offices 
of Calvert, Lendal, York 

Wood, George Henry, Seed Hill, Huddersfield, Coach Builder. Jan 16 
at 3 at offices of Iveson and Meller, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Woodward, John, Birmingham, Core Manufacturer. Jan 17 at 11 at 

offices of Fowke, Ann st, Birmingham 


Tvespay, Jan. 8, 1877. 

Aitken, Peter, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tonkeeper. Jan 15 at 3 et 
offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upor-Tyne 

Allison, Abraham, Everthorp, York, Miller, Jan 16 at 12 at offices of 
Cross, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Barden, Charles, Tunbridge Wells, Fishmonger. Jan 21 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Bintliff, Charles Henry, Manchester, Solicitor. Jan 24 at 3 at offices 
of Young, Princess st, Manchester 

Blakemore, Richard, Tipton, Licensed Victualler. Jan 22 at 3 at offices 
of Stokes, Priory st, Dadley ¥ 

Blane, Gilvert James, Middleton, Lancashire, Logwood Miller. Jan 
21 at 3 at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 3 

Brewster, Joseph Shaw Tavenor, Wolverhampton, ont of business. 
Jan 23 at 1! at offices of Underhill, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 

Brown, Thomas, Aston Village, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Licensed 
Victualler, Jan 18 at 11 at offices of Ansel!, Waterloo st, Birming- 


ham 

Burton, Thoma, Birmingham, Painter, Jan !5at 2 at offices of 
Tarleton, Temple st, Birmingham 

Cavill, John, New Swindon, Wilts, Baker, Jan 32 at 3 at offices of 
Foreman, Bath rd, Swindon 

Christey, Alfred Joseph, Kingsland rd, Sausage Manufacturer. Jan 18 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery !ane 

Clark, Samuel, Manningham, York, Innkeeper. Jan 33 at 11 at offices 
of Wood and Oo, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford 

Cohen, David, Birmingham, Tailor, Jan 21 at 3 at offices of Duke, 


Temp'e row, Birmingham 
emp'e row, Birming’ Provision Dealer, Jan 21 at 10,15 


Compton, George, Birmingham 
at offices of East, Cherry s*, Birmingham 

Costerton, Charles Fisher, Scole, Norfolk, Plax Manufacturer. Jan 26 
at 11 at the Flax Works, Scole, Lawton and Warne, Eye 

Craig, Robert Hunter, Longsight, Lancashire, Mercantile Agent. 
Jan 22 at 3 at offices of Doyle, Princess st, Mauchester 

Crewdson, Arthur, Maldon, Essex, Clothier, Jan 23 at 12 at offces 
of Digby and Jones, Lincoln's inn fields, Dighy and Evaas, 


Maldon 

Crofton, William, Hulme, Warehouseman, Jan 23 at 11 at offices of 
Whitehead, B own st, Manchester 

Croser, Frank, North Grimston, York, Tonkeeper, Jan 23 at 2.30 at 
offices of Walk r and Langthorne, Matton 

Daniel, John, Barnsley, Licensed Vistualler, Jan 23 at 11 at offices of 
Didd and Raley, Regent at, Barnsley 
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Daniel, Robert, Friargate, York, Publican. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of 
Watson acd Dyson, Castlegate, York 

Davies, John, Abertiliery, Mon, Publican. Jan 21 at 1! at offices of 
Browne, Brynmawr 

Davies, Timothy, Brynaman, Carmarthen, Draper. Jan 17 at 3 at the 
Cameron Arms Hotel, High st, Swansea. Williams, Llandilo 

Dawson, Edmund, Leicester, Coach Builder. Jan 21 at 12 at offices of 
Shires, Market st, Leicester 

Dicker, John, St John st rd, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. Feb 5 at 12 at 
offices of Freeman, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Dixon, William Etherington, Norwood, York, Nurseryman. Jan 17 
at 11 at offices cf Shep Co, Lairgate, Beverley 

Edge, William, Manchester, out of business. Jan 22 at 3 at the 
Windmill Hotel, Port st, Manchester. Harris, Manchester 

Edwards, Christopher Walter, Stonehouse, Gloucester, Iankeeper. Jan 
15 at 4 at offices of Jacksyun, Londoa rd, Stroud 

Evans, Edward, Carregypennil!, Denbigh, Farmer. Jan 15 at3 at the 
Crown Hotel, Denbigh. Roberts, Denbigh 

Forrester, James, Sketty, Swansea, Bookseller, Jan 19 at 1 at the 
debtor’s house, Greenfield terrace, Sketty. -Phil'ips, Aberdare 

Frow, Mark, Eppingham, Rutland, Farmer. Jan 19 at 2 at the Pea- 
cock Hotel, Boston. Stapleton, Stamturd 

Giffard, Frederick, Westbourne villas, Harrow rd, Surveyor. Jan 28 
at 3at offices of Stopher, Coleman st 

Girdlestone, Willism, Queen’s crescent, Haverstock hill, Bootmaker. 
Jan 15 at 2at offices of Ager, Barnard’s hill, Holborn. Padmore, 
Barnard’s ion ‘ 

Glossop, Frederick, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. Jan 16 at 3 at offices 
of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Good, John, Windsor, Watchmaker. Jan 21 at 3 at offices cf Phillips, 
Gray’s inn sq 

Greenaway, Daniel, Lower Gornal, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 24 at 8 at 
offices of Stokee, Priory st, Dudley 

Gregson, Alice, Manningham, Yor*, Grocer. Jan 18 at 11 at offices of 
Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Griffin, Henry, Hastings, Tobacconist. Jan 16 at 12 at offices of Jones, 
Harold place, Hastings 

Hall, William, Leeds, Wheelwright. Jan 18 at 11 at offices of Mead, 
Duncan st, Leeds 

Harding, William Henry, Guildford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 21 at 2 
at the White Lion Hotel, Guildford. Russell, Guildford 

Harrison, Charles, Elisha’s yard, Old Bethnal green rd, Chair Maker. 
= 19 at 10,15 at offices of Rowland, Globe rd, Mile End. Hicks, 

lobe rd 

Hartshorn, James, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Jan 21 at 12 at offices 
of Burdekin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield . 

Hildreth, James, Gateshead, Provision Dealer. Jan 17 at 12 at offices 
of Laws ana Co, Colliogwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hollins, Thomas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Beerseller. Jan 17 at 2 at the Sea 


Lion Motel, Hanley 
Ho!mas, Jobn, Stratton, Cornwall, Grocer. Jan 21 at 12 at offices of 
Jan 16 at 3 


Bray and Peter, Holsworthy. Thorne, Barnstaple 

Houghton, George William, Kingsten-upon-Hull, Tailor. 
at offices of Jacobs, County buildings, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Honulgate, George, sen, York, Pork Butcher. Jan 18 at 11 at offices of 
James, Lena York 

Howarh, Henry, Rochdale, Grocer. Jan 24 at 3 at the Reed Hotel, 
Rochdale. Clarke, O'dham 

Howe, William, Manchest-r, Boot Maker. Jan 22 at 2 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfo!k st, Manchester 

Howden, Archibald, North Shields, Baker. Jan 18 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehorn, Savilie st, North Shields 

Hont, Alfred, Stratton Green, Wil’s, Farmer. Jan 23 at 1 at the 
Queen’s Arms Hotel, Xew Swindon. Barns, Swindon 

Jamison, Edward, Kingston, no oocupition. Jan 24 at 2 at offices of 
Slater and Aspioal!, Guildhal! chambers. Brown, Basinghall st 

Jayne, John, Glascoed, Mon, Farmer. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of 
Gardoer, Abergavenny 

Jinks, John, Wednesbury, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 21 at 3.30 at offices 
of Sueldon, High st, Wednesbury 

Jones, James Morrie, Luton, Grocer. Jan 23 at 2 at offices of Rogers, 
Estex st, Strand 

Lamb, Edward, Millom, Cumberland, Coal Dealer. Jan 18 at 3 at offices 
of Batler, Millom 

Lawrence, Charles, Leominster, Herefurd, Clothier. Jan 22 at 11.30 at 
at the Wellington Hotel, Gloucester. Gorner, Hereford 

is, Samuel, Sambston, Pembroke, Tea Dealer. Jan 26 at 3 30 at 

the Shire Bal', Carmarthen. Lloyd, Haverford west 

Liosd, William Arthur, Birmingham, Iron Safe Maker. Jan 21 at 3 
at offices cf Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 

Lowe, John, Haugnton, Lancashire, Farmer. Jan 23 at 3at the King’s 
Head Hotel, Crown Point, Denton. Drinkwater, Hyde 
arkus, Harris, Manchester, Waterproof Garment Manufacturer. Jan 
22 at 3 at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Martin, William, Masborough rd north, Hammersnith, Grocer. Jan 
21 at 3 at offices of Parker and Bordman, Victoria House, Trinity ot, 
Southwark 

Megson, Benjamin Oléroyd, Ossett, York, Rag Merchant, Jan 22 at 11 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Church st, Dewsbury 

Morice, A'exander, and John Lumsden Morrice, Liverpool, Ship 
Chandlers. Jan 16 at 2 at the Central Stationsry and Printing Ov, 
North John et, Liverpool. Hore and Monkhouse, Liverpoo | 

Morris, Hannah, ani Lewis Haghes Evans, Pentre Ystrad, Glamorgan. 
Drapers. Jon 19 at 11 at offices of Wiliams and Co, High st, Cardiff* 
Morgan, Pontypridd 

Morrod, Thomss, and Jane Morrod, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gilders, 
Jana 18 at 3 at offizesof Macdonald, Moseley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Nickles, Henry, Wel'ington, Salop, Tailor, Jan 23 at 11 at offices of 
Taylor, King st, Wel'ington 

Oliver, John, South Shicids, Grocer. Jan2lat3at the Royal Hotel, 
Ocean rd, South Shields. Mabane, South Shields 

Patten, James Hinde, Newhal!, Derby, Chemist, Jan 23 at 2 at offices 
of Drewry, High +t, Barton-upon-Trent 

Piimmer, William Fitzgerald, Wolverhampton, Ironmonger. Jan 30 at 
1) at cfflices of Wright, Oburch st, Oldbury 

Frich, Tromas Joseph, Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 18 at 2 at offices of 

Fivter, Benxete’s hill, Birmingham 





—= 

Rackham, William Matthias, Upper Market, Norwich, Chemist 
21 at 3 at offices of Miller and Go, Bank poet oe Jan 

Radford, James William, Nottingham, Spirit Merchant. Jan 93 at3at 
the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Craach and 
Stroud, Ni ham 

Renwick, James, Winlaton, Durham, Smith. Jan 38 at 11 at offices of 
Keenlyside and Foster, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon-' 

Rhodes, Jabez, Cannock, Staff 
piney Pero Sa age io Cisienen< 

Samuel, Moss, Coleman st, Dealer in Pictures. Jan 18 at 2 at offices 
ee ES ceemnin, Coss‘ tlhesneial 

Sands, Thomas Kingston-upon-Hu oper. Jan 17 at 3 at 
Chambers, Scale lane, Hall of 

Shaw, Eli, Heckmondwike, Yor, Boot Dealer. Jan 21 at 11 at offices 
of Sykes, Ings grove, Heckmondwixe 

Silby, William, Bournemouth, Builder. Jan 19 at3 at the Pembroke 
Hotel, Bournemouth. Trevanion, Poole, Dorset 

Sim, William, Dane’s inn, Strand, Architect, Jan 30 at 2 at the Lay 
Institution, Chancery lane. Bolton, Elm court, Temple 

Se Oidham, China Dealer. Jan 17 at 12 at 12, Clegg st, 
Oldham. pp 

Smith, William, Hannah Smith, Phillip Summarfieli, and Lucy Sam- 
merfie!d, Biggleswade, Bedford, Milliners, Jan 18 at 12 at offices of 
Lockyer, Gresham buildings. Nicholson, Bizgieswade 

Speeding, Edward, Emmett st, Limehouse, Ship Ohandier. Jan 23 at 
2 at offices of Ogle, non st. Mathews, Cannon st 

Stallard, Daniel James Batts, Cheltenham, Coach Builder. Jan at 
11 at offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Stanley. John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Joiner. Jan 25 at 3 at offices of 
Bradbury, Townhall chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Sicel, George, Globa rd, Bow rd, out of busine:s. Jan 17 a 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Sutherland, James, and James Mitchell, Lime st, General Merchants, 
Jan 23 at 3 at the Guildhall Ooff:e House, Gresham st. Kerby, Great 
ey Oxford, Cab Proprietor. Jan 2 

Taylor, George Thomas, ‘ord, Cab Proprietor. Jan 24 at ?1 at offices 
of Mallam, High st, Oxford 

Taylor, William Thomas, and William Richardson, Buisinghall st, 
Pocket Book Manufacturers. Jan 22 at 2 at officesof Andrews ani 
Mason, nema, ood lane. Angell and Imbert-Terry, Gresham st 

Tebbutt, George Handley, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Tutor. Jan 19 at 2 at 
the Eagles Hotel, Lianrwst. Hammonds, Llanrwst 

Terry, Richard, Heath end, nr Farnham, Surrey, Bui'der. Jan 24 aj 
12 at offices of Knight and Ward, West st, Farnham 

Terry, Robert Jenkin, Lydd, Kent, Farmer. Jan 18 at 11.0 at the 
Saracen’s Hesd Hotel, Ashford, Aitkeos and Hewitt, Hastings 

Thompson, James, Flaxton, York, Farmer. Jan 21 at 10 at officas 
Crumbis, Stonegate, York 

Topliss, Samuel, Chesterfield, Builder. Jan 18 at 3 at offices of Cutts 
and Oo, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfield 

Totty, William, Bradford, Clogger. Jan 16 at 11 at offices of Single- 
ton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Trehearn, William, Kidderminster, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 18 at 3at 
offices of Crowther, Bank buildings, Kidderminster 

Treleaven, Walter, Plymouth, Watchmater., Jan 21 at 12 at offices of 
Rodda, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Trueman, George Henry, Wootton, Bedford, Butcher. Jan 22 at 1! at 
offices of Mitchell and Webb, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Twist, William, Newport, Mon, China Dealer. Jan 21 at 2.30 at offices 
of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Pain and Son, Newport 

Walker, Corselius Wood, Birmingham, Cval Dealer, Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Walker, Edward James, Whitmore Reans, Wolverhampton, Japanner, 
Jan 19 at 11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Waterman, John, Mayville st, Stoke Newington, Upholsterer. Jan 31 
at 3 at 19, Worship st. Fenton 7 

Watt, George, Friday st, Woollen Merchint. Jan 22 at 2 at offices of 
Josolyne and Co, King st, Cheapside, Wright and Law, High Hol- 


born 

Waud, Jobn, Swineficet, York, Farmer. Jan 2) at 3 at offices of Eng- 
lané and Son, East parade, Goole 

Wem, Willism, Birmingham, Provision Desler. Jan 18 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Westwell, James, Latchford, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Jan 21 at 3at 
offices of Davies and Brook, Market place, Warrington 

Wheeler, Rowland, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Schco:mister. Jan 21 at 
3 at offices of Urry, St John’s chambers, High st, Ventnor 

Williams, Robert, Llanrhaiadr yn Cinmerch, Donby, Farmer. Jaa 18 
at 12 at offices of Jones and Son, Vale st, Denbigh 

Wi liams, Thomas, Pontypridd, Licensed Victualler, Jan 22 at 12 at 
offices of Thcmas, Church st, Pontypridd 

Woolnough, Frederick Henry, Bury St Edmunds, Butcher. Jan 21 at 
11 at offices of Gros, Crown st, Bury 8t Edmunds 

Woolnough, John, Kirkley, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner, Jan 19 at 12 
at olfices of Chamberlain, Custom Houss buildings, Lowestoft 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of ths Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. i 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheyn, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entira Medi-al Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it saits all palates, 
keeps better io all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WRAKENED With starch, &0., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 


than such Mixtures, 
. oe pany: d “eye jee water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
st Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Cosesntes A La VANILLE io ths most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vanitia Chocolate, and may be taken when richer choc late is pro 
hibited, 
In tin packets at 1s, 64., 38., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by vhe Sole Propriesors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-stree*, London, W.C. 
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PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediatel; ite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
less system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 





FEED. YOUR CHILDREY 


-DE RIDGES 


PATENT COOKED FOOD- 








AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 





STEPHENS’ 


SCARLET INK For STEEL PENS. 


This ink is unaffected by steel pens; it is a most brilliant and per- 
manent colour ; it can be used upon parchment, and is consequently 
of great value to solicitors and draughtemen. 

Sia in stone bottles, by all stationers, at 1s., 2s., 3s., and 7s. 6d 
each; and in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each. 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


HANCERY-LANE, — Three Light and 

Lofty rooms to be Let on Half Ground Floor. Rent £75 per 

annum.— Apply, to Messrs. F. Chifferiel & Co, 38, Chancery-Lane, 
or the Porter, 40, Chancery-Lane. 


ADVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., 
GEN EPAL ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Graceciurch-street, London, E.C. Established 1846. 
ADVERTISF MENTS received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 


STUART-BAREER & SON, 
SURVEYORS AND AUCTIONEERS, 
%, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON BRIDGE, E.O. 


MHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

> op OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 

RANCHES in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 

Lahore, Sh ai, Hong Kong, _ 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
dalance does not fall below £100, 

Derostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
me shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 

Bus issued at the current exchange ofthe oy on any ofthe Branches 
<' od Bonk free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 

lection. 

Sates AND Puncwasys effected in British and foreign securities, in 
ate India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 




















en, 
Toterest drawn and d civil a pensions realized 
Every other description of bankiog ‘veutecs “cal maaay enete, 
British and Indian transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairman. 
EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
Purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
Tfrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
¥. 8, CLAYTON, 
O, H. CLAYTON, 





Joint 
Secretaries 








BLETCHINGLY, NEAR RED-HILL, 
Thres Freehold Cottages and first c'ass Building Land, facing the high 


road. 

ESSRS. WM. FAREBROTHER and CO. are in- 
structed by the represen‘atives of the la‘e Wm. Agate, Esq., to 
SELL, by AUCTION, on WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 16th, at the White 
Hart Hotel, at HALF-PAST SIX in the evening, THREE FREEHOLD 
COTTAGES, with large gardens, known as the Choals, Bletchingly, 
near Red-hill, Surrey ; also a Piece of Building Land adjoin‘ng, having 
a frontage to the high road of 71ft., toguher with a P.ece of valuable 
Freehold Land, adjicent to the South-Eastern Railway, having an 

important building frontage to the high road of 79ft. 
* a and particulars bad at the White Hart Hotel, 

letchingley ; 

of THOS. WiHITWELL, Esq., Solicitor, 15, King-strest, Cheap- 


side, E.0.; 
and of the Auctioneers, 167, Strand, W.0. 


WINDSOR, BERKS. 
A valuable Freehold Dwelling-honse and Premises, with possession. 


ESSRS. WM. FAREBROTHER & OO. will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, 
on WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 23, at TWO o’clock, a valuable FREE- 
HOLD DWELLING-HOUSE and PREMISES, known as The 9 
situate immediately contiguous to the park gates, and overlooking 
Long-walk, abutting in the rear to the Castle walls. At present in hand, 
bot estimated to produce a rental of £150 per annum, 
May be viewed, and particulars had oa ths premises. 
of "6 DITiON. Esq., Soli Ironmonger 
of A. G. , Esq., Solicitor, 9, Ironm lane, City ; 
and of the Auctioneers and Land Agents, 167, Strand, W.c. wt 








Valuable Leasehold Chambers, Stone-buildings, Lincola’s-inn. By 
order of the Execators, 3 
ESSRS. GLASIER & SONS will SELL, by 
AUCTISN, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JANUARY, 30, 
at TWO, the valuable double set of CHAMBERS, comprised in eight 
spacious rooms, with passages, lobbies, cellarage, &c., on the ground 
floor and basement of No. 3, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, as occu- 
pied by Vice-Chancellor Malins: held from the Society of Lincoin’s- 
inn, on a life now aged thirty-seven, at a nominal ground-rent, and 
let to the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Works for short and unex- 
pired term, at the inadequate rental of £320 per annum (they paying 
also the ground-rent), but of the estimated value of £4‘0 per annum, 
and with prospect of possession at end of pre en} tenancy. 
Particulars, with plans, of 
Messrs. MEYNELL & PEMBERTON, Solicitors, 20, Whitehall- 


place ; 
atthe Mart ; and of the Axctioneers, 41, Charing-cross, 8.W. 


STAFFORDSHIRE. 

The Advowsons to the Vicarages of Gayton and Stowe, situate about 
six miles from the town of Stxfford, the incomes amounting to- 
gether to £329 per annum, the present incumbent being sixty-two 
years of age. : 

WW ILEINSON & HORNE are instructed to SELL, 

by AUCTION, atthe MART, on TUESDAY, JANUARY 39, 
at ONE for TWO o’clock, the above valuable Advowsons, 
Lot 1 will comprise the Advowson to the Vicarage of Gayton, the in- 
come of which is £163 per annum, with good residence. 
Lot 2. The Advowson to the Vicarage of Stowe, the income amount- 
lng to £166 per annum. 
articulars may be had of 
= are BLAKISTON, & EVERETT, Solicitors, Staf- 
lord; © 
P. P. TRUMAN, Esq., Solicitor, Nottingham ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 7, Poultry, City. 


SALES FOR THE YEAR 1878. | 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
beg to announce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, Bu 
Land, Ground-rents, Reversions, and other Properties, will be held at 
the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yarJ, near the Bank of England, in the 
City of London, as follows :— 













Tuesday, January 22 ; Tuesday, May 7 » July 23 
Tuesday, February 5 | Tuesday, May 14 July 30 
esday, February 19 | Tuesday, May 21 August 6 
Tuesday, March 5 Tuesday, May 28 August 13 
Tuesday, March 12 y, June 4 August 20 
Tuesday, March 19 Tuesday, June 11 October 1 
Tuesday, Maroh 26 Tuesday, June 18 October 15 
Tuesday, April 2 Tuesday, June 25 » October 22 
Tuesday, April 9 Tuesday, July 2 » Nov. 12 
Tuesday, April 16 Tuesday, July 9 Nov. 19 
Tuesday, April 30 Tuesday, July 16 December 3 








Auctions can also be held on other days besides those above specified. 
Due notice in any case should be given, in order to insure proper pubd- 
licity ; the period between such notice and the auction must, of 
course, considerably =~ upon the nature of the property intended 
0 be sold.—80, Cheapside, London, E.C. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, inclnding 


Landed Estates, Town and Country dences, Hunting 
Rent Charges, — 
ay 





Farms, Ground Rents, 
escmenahe generally, is published on the first of month, 
and be obtained, free ofch at their 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous te the end 
of the preceding month. 





[For Continuation of Sales, See Back Page.) 
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RIO DE JANEIRO CITY 
IMPROVEMENTS COMPANY (LIMITED). 





ISSUE OF £200,000 FIVE PER 
CENT. DEBENTURES, 


For the execution of the New Drainage Works of 
the Fourth and Fifth Districts of the City 
Redeemable by Annual Drawings in 35 years, commencing 
in 1880. 


Issue Price £95 per £100 Debenture. 


Payable £10 per cent. on Application. 

£40 per cent. on Allotment. 

£45 per cent. on Ist March, 1878. 
With option to pay in full on Allotment. 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS.! 


The Directors offer for roy og the unallotted portion of 
the above Debentures of which the Shareholders have already 
subscribed over £90,000. 


The Share Capital of the Company amounts to £1,000,000, of 
which £939,988 had been paid up to 31st December, 1877. 


The dividend paid on the Share Capital, since 1866, has never 
been less than 5 per cent. per annum ; for 1874 it was at the 
rate of 7} per cent. perannum, and for 1875 and 1876, 8 per cent. 
perarnum. The net revenue for 1876, after paying all expenses of 
working and maintenance, amounted to £80,516, and is gradually 
increasing. 

The additional net revenue secured by the Concession from the 
drainage of the two new districts is estimated at £22,000 per 
annum. 


As the total charge for Interest and redemption of all the 
above Debentures, including the new iesue, is only £22,000 per 
annum, which is Pe pend before any dividend on the Shares, it 
will be seen that the security is most ample. 


Taking into account the Annual Drawings and the price of 
Issue, the return upon the Debentures now offered will be abou 
£5 8s, Od. per cent. per annum. 


uses and Forms of Application can be obtained on 
application to the Secretary, at the Offices of the Company, 61, 
Old Broad Street, London. 


2nd January, 1878. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by anthority) and LONDON ard 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the 1 Profession to the advantages 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 

sertior. of al) pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 

support.—N.8. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of “ Loadon Gamtte” kept, By appointment. 





ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
per, re i eo ne oo 
Regent-street ; "6, Strand, ™ , Seda 





MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
“ Exceedingly useful.””—* Standard,” 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Iilustrated Catalogues post-froe from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER'& PATENTEE, BANBURY. 


All Sizes can be seen at 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE LONDON, 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 


LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.¢, 





Every description of printing executed with the utmost speog 
and upon terms, 


A Liberal Discount for Cash. 





Temporary entrance to Y. & A's Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 64., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Barizr Paper, |5s. 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foouscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CreamM-Laip Nors, 3s., 4s.,a245 6. per ream. 

Large Cazam-Laip Note, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lazez Buvx Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorzs, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempte” Enveore, extra secure, 9s, 6d. per 1000, 

Footscap OrriciaL Envexores, ls. 9d. per 100, 

Partripce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Oxvs-Hover Norte, 9s, 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthles 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘*PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine, 

InDENTURE Sxrns, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s, per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on FotLtowsrs, Ruled, 2s, 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, per 
ro 





Reconps om Memogtats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 
Ledgers, Day. Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 





LAW WRITING.—No charge made for Paper 
Deeds and Writings copied, lid. per folio. Engrossing Deeds, 
2d. per folio. Parchment, per skin, 2s. 6d. 

LAW PRINTING.—Statements printed at the 
fixed scale. Writs, &c., printed with Solicitor’s name, 7s. 6d, per 
100. Particulars and Conditions of Sale, &¢., printed with expedi- 


tion. 

LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, &e. 
lithographed with expedition. Plans of Estates copied, reduced, 
or evlarged, and lithngraphed. 

LAW STATIONERY.—Draft Paper from 6s. per 


ream, Foolscap Pap-r from 93. per ream. Brief Paper rom 
18s, per ream. Official Envelopes of every size. 


PARCHMENT.—Indentures ruled and red lined 
for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. dozen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 
NOIE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every de- 

scription. Die Sinking and Stamping, 
ACCOUNT BOOKS from 21s. per set. A large 
stock of various bindings. 
Copying Pre-ses, from 25s. Stands, 15s. 6d. 
Inkstands, Bodkins, Runners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &. 
HBDWARD TANN, 


Wholesale and Retail Law, General, Commercial, and Fancy Stationer 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, and Account Book Maker, 

75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBOBN- 

Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 

EIGH YOUR CANDLES. — Meny Foreign 

light-weights are about. Ailthe Candles of Price’s Patent 

Candle Company, Limited, are intended to be exact weight without 

the wrapper, ‘Try their Gola Medal Palmitine, burning brilliantly but 

slowly, and of the transparency of the finest Spermuceti. also 


ry 
their New Patent Night Lights made without the paper cas>. Order 
of your own dealer. 


EALTHY SKIN and GOOD COMPLEXION. 

EARS’S TRANSPARENT SOAP is the Best 
for th 

7{\OILET, NURSERY, and SHAVING. Recom- 


mended in the Journal of Cutaneous Medicine, 
edited by Mr, 
RASMUS WILSON, F.R.S,, used by . 


bias ROYAL FAMILY, and Sold by Chemists, 
and Perfumers Everywhere. 
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